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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 

1.    Call  to  order:  1:42  P.M. 

2     Roll  Call-  Present  -  President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Commissioner 

Frank  L.  Cook,  Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen. 

Commissioner  Bhatt  arrived  at  1:45  P.M. 

Excused  -  Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  April  25.  2000;  (3-0)  unanimously. 

4.  Communications 

No  action  was  taken. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Caen  inquired  about  the  Lead-Free  Environment  Festival  held  over 
the  weekend.  Lawrence  T.  Klein.  Acting  PUC  General  Manager  reported  that  the 
event  was  very  successful  as  there  was  a  large  turnout  from  ch.ldcare  agenc.es. 
Staff  distributed  39  lead-free  faucets. 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Caen  thanked  staff  for  the  excellent  memo  conceming  an  owner- 
Sled  insurance  program  for  SFPUC.  Mr.  Klein  reported  that  Mr.  Kejh  Grand, 
the  S^  R  sk  Manager,  suggested  hiring  a  consultant  to  study  the  feas^.l;ty  of  an 
owner-controlled  insurance  program  for  SFPUC.  Mr.  Grand  provided  staff  with  a 
nsTof  recommended  consultants.  Mr.  Klein  noted  that  the  Airport  Commission 
conducted  a  feasibility  study  before  they  implemented  such  program. 

Responding  to  President  Normandy's  question  on  why  the  City's  Risk  Manager 
cannot  conduct  the  study.  Mr.  Klein  stated  that  the  City' s  Risk  Manager  does  not 
normally  do  this  type  of  work  and  they  only  have  limited  resources. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  when  the  financing  alternatives  would  be  brought  up 
forSssion.  Mr.  Klein  stated  that  it  would  be  scheduled  for  the  next  meeting. 
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Commissioner  Caen  inquired  about  a  letter  from  Steve  Hoppe,  a  San  Francisco 
resident,  requesting  waiver  of  the  water  meter  installation  fee  for  a  neighborhood 
beautification  project  on  City-owned  property  at  Noe  and  20"^  Streets.  Mr.  Klein 
responded  that  staff  was  investigating  the  cost  to  SFPUC  and  whether  we  should 
approve  the  request.  He  noted  that  there  was  some  indication  of  an  abandoned 
water  meter  at  that  site  and  if  that  were  true,  there  would  be  no  cost  involved. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  staff  to  report  to  the  Commission  on  the  status  of  this 
request  before  the  next  meeting. 

7.     Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Commissioner  Bhatt  arrived  during  the  discussion  of  Item  7a. 

a.       Update  on  San  Francisco  Electric  Reliability  Situation. 

Laurie  Park,  Acting  General  Manager,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power, 
reported  that  from  mid-May  through  the  end  of  June  2000,  there  were  three 
separate  bouts  of  heat  waves  lasting  about  three  days  each.  In  response  to 
these  emergencies,  Governor  Davis  issued  a  press  release  on  June  14, 
2000  calling  all  public  agencies,  local  residents,  and  businesses  to 
voluntarily  cut  electric  power  usage.  The  Governor  also  issued  letters  to  the 
State  of  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  Electricity  Oversight 
Board  directing  the  two  agencies  to  investigate  the  electric  power  situation 
and  recommend  means  to  fix  the  problem.  The  Electricity  Oversight  Board 
requested  a  quick  turnaround  of  the  City's  response  to  assist  them  in 
responding  to  the  Governor,  which  was  due  on  Friday. 

Ms.  Park  also  reported  that  the  ISO's  Board  of  Governors  held  an 
emergency  meeting  to  consider  Senator  Peace's  letter  requesting  reduction 
of  price  caps  for  purchases  of  power  during  emergencies  from  $750  per 
megawatt  hour  to  $250  per  megawatt  hour.  The  Board  did  not  agree  to  the 
$250  level  but  agreed  to  reduce  the  price  caps  on  emergency  power 
purchases  to  $500  on  prospective  basis. 

Ms.  Park  reported  that  they  asked  the  ISO  and  PG&E  to  include  SFPUC  in 
any  discussions  concerning  siting  of  emergency  generators.  PG&E  will  also 
communicate  with  the  Mayor's  Office  on  this  matter. 

Ms.  Park  noted  that  PG&E  had  recognized  SFPUC's  emergency  response- 
efforts  as  the  best  organized  compared  with  any  other  cities  in  California. 
Staff  from  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power,  PUC,  and  Office  of  Emergency 
Services  had  been  working  collaboratively  to  coordinate  the  City's  response 
to  these  emergencies.  She  introduced  Cal  Broomhead  of  Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  and  Power  who  coordinates  the  City's  emergency  response  activities. 
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b.       Personnel  Update 


Dorothy  Bowman,  Manager  of  the  Bureau  of  Personnel  &  Training,  reported 
that  as  of  June  30,  2000,  the  vacancy  rate  at  PUC  was  8%.  The  vacancy 
rate  went  down  from  15%  last  year.  The  department  filled  310  permanent 
positions  and  131  temporary  vacancies.  Currently,  there  are  152 
permanent  vacancies.  For  the  next  budget  year  2000-2001 ,  staff  expected 
an  1 1  %  vacancy  rate  due  to  new  positions  and  substitutions. 

Ms.  Bowman  reported  that  the  Bureau  was  successful  in  publishing  a 
supervisory  handbook  and  completing  EEO  trainings  for  SFPUC 
employees.  She  said  the  bureau  was  also  working  on  the  reorganization  of 
the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  and  the  Bureau  of  Management 
Information  Systems,  administering  supervisory  training,  automating  a 
position  control  system  and  other  reporting  systems  to  shorten  time  to  fill 
vacancies. 

The  Commissioners  were  unanimous  in  their  appreciation  to  Ms.  Bowman's 
exemplary  efforts  in  filling  vacancies. 

President  Normandy  invited  comments  from  Mr.  Arthur  Jensen,  General 
Manager  of  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association.  Mr.  Jensen  commented 
that  the  Commission  would  be  receiving  letters  from  BAWUA  agencies  to 
present  their  objectives  and  expectations  of  the  SFPUC  conceming  regional 
water  supply.  Mr.  Jensen  requested  a  report  on  the  progress  in  hiring  key 
positions  in  the  SFPUC  and  how  long  these  positions  have  been  vacant. 

Public  comments  on  matters  that  were  not  on  today's  agenda. 

Rev  Dr  P  T  Mammen,  Pastor  of  Nazarene  Church  at  300  Ulloa  Road,  requested 
the  Commission's  assistance  in  reconnecting  water  service  to  the  church  as  soon 
as  possible  President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  coordinate  with  other  City 
agencies  to  correct  the  problem  and  report  the  status  to  the  Commission  before 
the  end  of  this  week. 

David  A  Kerr  from  the  New  Life  Church  of  the  Nazarene  also  urged  the 
Commission  to  reconnect  the  church's  water  service  due  to  health  and  safety 
reasons. 
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REGULAR  BUSINESS 

9.  Report  on  Lake  Merced. 

Michael  Carlin,  Water  Resource  and  Planning  Manager,  reported  that 
Assemblyman  Kevin  Shelley  sponsored  an  appropriation  in  the  State  budget  for 
$500,000  for  the  repair  and  replacement  of  the  fishing  pier  at  Lake  Merced.  San 
Francisco  Supervisor  Mabel  Teng  sponsored  an  appropriation  of  $150,000  from 
the  general  fund  to  look  into  the  water  levels  at  the  lake.  Staff  would  work  with  the 
Lake  Merced  Task  Force  on  how  the  money  would  be  spent. 

Mr.  Carlin  stated  that  staff  would  continue  to  work  with  the  City  of  Daly  City  and 
golf  course  owners  concerning  groundwater  and  recycled  water  issues.  He  had 
met  with  representatives  from  the  Arnold  Palmer  Group,  the  new  manager  of 
Harding  Park,  regarding  the  possible  use  of  recycled  water  for  their  golf  course. 

Commissioner  Caen  inquired  about  the  five-year  schedule  for  Phase  I  Pilot  Study. 
Mr.  Carlin  stated  that  there  are  a  number  of  activities  they  were  investigating  and 
that  the  schedule  will  compress  as  they  start  to  put  everything  into  one 
comprehensive  package. 

President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  communicate  the  Commission's  appreciation 
to  Assemblyman  Kevin  Shelley  and  Supervisor  Mabel  Teng  for  their  help  in 
obtaining  additional  funds  for  the  project. 

1 0.  Discussion  related  to  Alternative  Work  Schedules  used  by  SFPUC  for  staff 
operations  that  provide  24-hour  service  on  a  daily  basis. 

Item  10  was  calendared  for  discussion  only  and  no  action  was  taken. 

Commissioner  Cook  expressed  his  opinion  that  a  standard  alternative  work 
schedule  works  well  for  employees.  It  is  cost  efficient  and  would  be  more  logical 
for  SFPUC. 

Kevin  Barry,  a  Business  Representative  of  Local  39,  commented  in  support  of  the 
12-hour  work  shift.  He  stated  that  different  operations  have  different  operational 
needs  and  consistency  in  work  schedule  does  not  apply  to  every  department. 

Commissioner  Cook  reiterated  the  need  for  a  standard  work  schedule  in  the 
SFPUC  as  having  different  types  of  shifts  is  cumbersome  to  schedule  particularly 
the  12-hour  shift.  He  noted  that  the  8,  9  and  10-hour  shift  is  easier  to  manage  and 
less  demanding  on  employees. 
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President  Normandy  pointed  out  that  the  matter  was  before  the  Commission  as 
part  of  information  gathering  to  possibly  standardize  work  schedules  in  the  SFPUC 
to  better  manage  overtime  costs  while  still  representative  of  employees'  needs. 

LEASES  AND  PERMITS 

Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Pole  Use  Agreement  with  Metricom,  Inc. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0174:    Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

execute  a  Pole  Use  Agreement  with  Metricom,  Inc.  to 
attach  their  Micro  Cellular  Data  Network  (MCDN) 
Richochet2  radios  on  up  to  1,500  City-owned  light  poles 
at  an  annual  fee  of  $69  per  pole. 

Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  Public 
Utilities  Commission  land  located  at  the  Southeast  Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps 
Street  between  Jerrold  and  Galvez  Avenues. 

Request  the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  and  submit  a 
legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  accommodate 
the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  2,968  sq.  ft.  of  land  owned  by 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  located  at  the  Southeast 
Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps  Street  between  Jerrold  and 
Galvez  Avenues  to  the  Public  Transportation  Commission, 
at  historical  cost. 

Commissioner  Cook  suggested  exploring  the  possibility  of  an  exchange  of  the 
PUC  property  for  a  Municipal  Railway  property  of  equal  value. 

Sue  Olive,  Project  Manager  of  the  Municipal  Railway's  Third  Street  Light  Rail 
Project,  commented  that  they  need  a  very  tiny  sliver  of  land  to  build  the  substation. 
With  regard  to  the  timing  issue,  she  said  they  would  start  construction  next  year. 
There  being  no  immediate  need  for  the  transfer.  Commissioner  Cook  requested 
staff  to  pursue  an  exchange  of  properties. 

With  regard  to  monitoring  of  mitigation  measures,  Gary  Dowd,  Manager  of  the 
Bureau  of  Commercial  Land  Management,  stated  that  the  SFPUC  would  monitor.: 
mitigation  measures  for  which  we  are  responsible  as  part  of  the  EIR  process. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  continue 
Item  12  to  the  call  of  the  Chair;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 


Staff 

Recommendation: 
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13.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  a  currently  unutilized  SFPUC  easement 
located  in  Hayward,  California. 

Mr.  Dowd  suggested  an  addition  to  the  first  "furtlier  resolve"  clause  to  read:  "That 
this  Commission  authorized  the  quitclaim  of  20  feet  of  the  southwest  side  of  the 
existing  52.4  foot  easement  in  exchange  for  20  feet  of  the  Oliver  Estate  Property 
located  on  the  northeast  side  of  the  existing  easement... attached  hereto  provided 
that  the  San  Francisco  Real  Estate  Department  performs  a  formal  appraisal  of  said 
exchange  to  determine  any  enhancement  value  resulting  from  the  exchange  and 
provided  that  the  Oliver  Estate  pays  to  SFPUC  the  full  enhanced  value  should  any 
exist." 

Mr.  Dowd  stated  that  the  San  Francisco  Real  Estate  Department  would  determine 
if  there  were  enhancement  value  attributed  to  the  SFPUC  property  because  of 
exchange  of  properties  between  SFPUC  and  The  Oliver  Trust. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution  as  amended;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously 

Resolution  No.  00-0175:     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

execute  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  a  revocable  permit  with  PG&E  to  allow 
placement  of  a  30  inch  high  pressure  gas  line  within  a 
currently  unutilized  52.4  foot  wide  SFPUC  easement 
located  in  Hayward,  Calif.;  and  authorizing  the  General 
Manager  to  request  the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare 
and  submit  legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to 
Quitclaim  20  feet  of  the  southwest  portion  of  the 
existing  52.4  foot  easement  and  accept  in  exchange  an 
Easement  Deed  for  a  new  20  foot  easement  located 
directly  adjacent  to  the  northeast  portion  of  the 
alignment. 

CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 

Advertise 

14.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power  Contract 
No.  HH-894. 

Michael  Quan,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager,  stated  that  the  item  was  for 
construction  of  a  facility  that  will  house  Hetch  Hetchy's  various  operating  activities 
and  emergency  operations.  The  engineer's  estimate  was  $2.4  million  and  due  to  , 
the  remoteness  of  the  construction  site,  it  was  anticipated  that  contractors  would 
factor  the  location  in  their  bids. 
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Commissioner  Caen  asked  if  there  were  other  existing  facilities  that  could  be 
renovated.  Laurie  Park,  Acting  General  Manager  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power, 
stated  that  staff  surveyed  the  buildings  in  Moccasin  and  found  no  other  existing 
facilities  that  could  be  modified  to  meet  their  needs.  She  stated  that  the  Old 
Moccasin  Powerhouse  would  require  $20  million  to  undergo  seismic  retrofit. 

Commissioner  Caen  observed  that  the  total  cost  of  the  project  ($3,632  million)  was 
not  indicated  in  the  agenda  item.  Mr.  Quan  responded  that  the  $2.4  million 
mentioned  in  the  report  only  covers  construction  cost.  The  costs  for  planning  and 
design  work  (which  have  been  partly  expended)  and  construction  management 
services  were  not  included  in  the  agenda  item.  Commissioner  Caen  requested 
staff  to  specify  the  total  cost  of  a  project  on  the  agenda  item. 

President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  show  the  overall  cost  for  each  project  they 
present  to  the  Commission. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously 

Resolution  No.  00-0176:    Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications  and  authorize 

bid  call  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No. 
HH-894,  Moccasin  Communication  and  Control  Center. 

Items  15  and  16  were  taken  collectively. 

Commissioner  Cook  moved,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  Items  15  and 
16;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously 

15.  Resolution  No.  00-0177: 


16.  Resolution  No.  00-0178: 


Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications  and  authorize 
bid  call  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract 
No.  WD-2230,  Calaveras  Potassium  Permanganate 
Facility. 

Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications  and 
authorize  bid  call  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No  WD-2348,  Seismic 
Anchorage  of  Equipment  at  Harry  Tracy  Water 
Treatment  Plant. 
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Award 

17.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power  Contract 
No.  HH-882. 

Mr.  Quan  reported  that  five  bids  were  received  for  the  contract.  A  protest  was  filed 
by  the  lowest  bidder  related  to  bid  discount  issues  but  had  been  resolved.  The 
Human  Rights  Commission  confirmed  that  the  bidder  was  not  a  certified 
MBE/WBE  firm.  He  said  the  protest  did  not  change  the  rating  of  the  bidders. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0179:    Award  Hetch  Hetchy  Contract  No.  HH-882,  San  Joaquin 

Pipeline  No.  2  Throttling  Stations,  in  the  amount  of 
$1,216,080  to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible 
bidder.  Ford  Construction,  Inc. 

Close 

18.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
117. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0180:    Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-117,  Deming  Street/Farnsworth 
Lane/0' Farrell  Street/Iron  Alley/Clayton  Street  Sewer 
Replacement;  approve  Contract  Modification  in  the  credit 
amount  of  $31,100  for  a  total  contract  amount  of 
$275,465;  and  authorize  final  payment  to  Shaw  Pipeline, 
Inc.  in  the  amount  of  $13,773. 

19.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
175. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-01 81 :    Accept  work  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 

175,  Broad  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  on  Broad  Street 
from  Plymouth  Avenue  to  Capitol  Avenue;  approve 
Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  credit  amount 
of  $400  for  a  new  contract  total  of  $88,064,  and  with  a 


00-233 


July  11,2000 


time  extension  of  7  calendar  days  for  a  new  total 
contract  duration  of  21  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final 
payment  to  Instituform  Technologies,  Inc.  in  the  amount 
of  $28,976. 

20.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract 
No.  HH-836. 

Mr.  Quan  noted  that  the  prime  contractor,  Proven  Management,  Inc.  exceeded  the 
MBE/WBE  participation  goals  for  this  contract. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0182:    Accept  the  work  performed  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 

Power  Contract  No.  HH-836,  Priest  Reservoir  Outlet 
Tunnel  and  Spillway  Modifications,  approve  Contract 
Modification  No.  1  (Final)  for  the  credit  amount  of 
$19,204.03,  which  reduces  the  final  contract  amount  to 
$1,223,295.97,  and  authorize  final  payment  to  Proven 
Management,  Inc.  in  the  amount  of  $132,312.37. 

21 .  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract 
No.  HH-872. 

Mr.  Quan  reported  that  the  contractor,  Proven  Management,  did  not  meet  the 
subcontracting  goals  due  to  non-performance  of  their  subcontractors.  The  Human 
Rights  Commission  reviewed  all  information  and  gave  credit  to  the  firm  for  their 
previous  contract  (Item  20)  where  they  exceeded  their  subcontracting  goals. 

President  Normandy  expressed  concerns  about  the  failure  of  the  subcontractors  to 
perform.  Mr.  Quan  explained  that  there  was  an  1 1-day  shutdown  period  to  allow 
the  contractor  to  perform  the  work  and  the  subcontractor  was  unable  to  meet  the 
timeframe.  President  Normandy  requested  staff  to  explain  what  the  conflicts  were 
in  the  design  and  recommend  ways  to  avoid  them  in  the  future. 

Commissioner  Cook  inquired  about  ways  to  hold  the  prime  contractor  responsible 
for  non-performance  of  subcontractors.  He  noted  that  primes  tend  to  use  the  same 
subs  repeatedly  and  they  should  be  able  to  know  when  their  subs  are  busy  with 
other  jobs.  He  was  concerned  that  the  prime  used  their  own  employees  to  do  the 
work  for  the  subs  and  gained  benefits  from  the  situation.  Mr.  Quan  explained  that' 
the  prime  had  the  option  to  substitute  a  subcontractor.  They  may  have  decided  to 
do  the  work  themselves  due  to  the  1 1-day  shutdown  period  and  the  difficulty  of 
finding  another  subcontractor  within  a  short  timeframe. 
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Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0). 

Resolution  No.  00-01 83:    Accept  the  work  performed  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  & 

Power  Contract  No.  HH-872,  Moccasin  Reservoir  Gate 
Improvements;  approve  Contract  Modification  No.  1 
(Final)  to  increase  the  contract  by  $13,474.74,  resulting 
in  an  increase  of  the  final  contract  amount  to 
$502,374.74;  and  authorize  final  payment  to  Proven 
Management,  Inc.  in  the  amount  of  $29,504.74. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

22.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  no  public  comments. 

23.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

From  3:07  P.M.  to  3:25  P.M.,  the  meeting  was  recessed. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  met  in  Closed  Session  from  3:25  P.M.  to  4:04  P.M.  to 
discuss  the  items  listed  below. 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956. 9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Plaintiff  and  as  Defendant 

Property:  500+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property 

on  Bernal  Avenue  in  Alameda  County 

Parties  Negotiating:       Lymburn  /Thompson/Malamut 

City  of  Pleasanton 

Under  Negotiation:       Terms  and  Conditions 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  Acting  PUC  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  and 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Charles  Sullivan. 

No  action  was  taken. 
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25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(b)(c): 


Anticipated  Litigation:    Regarding  litigation  against  PG&E  for  polychlorinated  biphenyl 

(PCB)  spills  in  the  Peninsula  watershed. 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  SFPUC  Acting  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  and 
Deputy  City  Attorney  Joshua  Milstein. 


No  action  was  taken. 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956. 9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 


Anticipated  Litigation: 
Property: 

Parties  Negotiating: 
Lessee: 

Under  Negotiation: 


As  Plaintiff 

Old  Muni  Railway  and  Sunset  Supply  Line,  South  San  Francisco 
CCSF  -  Dowd/Larramendy/Sullivan 
Treasure  island  Trailer  and  Motel,  Inc. 
Terms 


Present  were  President  Normandy,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  SFPUC  Acting  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  Deputy 
City  Attorney  Charles  Sullivan,  Bureau  of  Commercial  Land  Management  Manager 
Gary  Dowd,  SFPUC  Real  Property  Officer  Joseph  Tham,  Water  Supply  and 
Treatment  Division  Manager  Cheryl  Davis,  and  Water  Supply  &  Treatment  staff 
Don  Larramendy. 

No  action  was  taken. 


27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel.-  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956. 9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54596.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 


Property:  Baker  Street  Outfall  Structure 

Parties  Negotiating:      CCSF  -  Dowd/Kehoe 
Under  Negotiation:  Terms 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  Acting  PUC  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  Bureau 
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of  Commercial  Land  Management  Manager  Gary  Dowd,  SFPUC  Real  Property 
Officer  Joseph  Tham,  Acting  Public  Affairs  Manager  Paula  Kehoe,  and  SPEAC 
Planner  Barry  Pearl. 

No  action  was  taken. 

28.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  Acting  PUC  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson. 

No  action  was  taken. 

29.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  there  were  no  actions  taken  during  the 
Closed  Session. 

30.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  not  to  disclose 
the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 


Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:         4:05  P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0174 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  certain  real  property  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  Metricom,  Inc.  has  requested  to  enter  into  a  Pole  Use  Agreement  to  attach 
MCDN  radios  on  city  owned  Street  Light  Poles;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Retail  Services  technical  and  Bureau  of  Light  Heat  and  Power  staff 
have  reviewed  and  approved  the  specifications  for  attachment  to  the  light  poles;  now,  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  to  execute  the  Pole  Use  Agreement,  authorizing  Metricom,  Inc.  to  install 
its  MCDN  radios  on  up  to  1 500  city  owned  light  poles  in  accordance  with  all  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  agreement;  and,  be  it: 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  all  actions  authorized  by  this  resolution  and  heretofore 
taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  such  agreement  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and 
confirmed  by  this  Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  upon  approval  by  this  Commission,  the  General  Manager 
of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  said  agreement. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 


Commission  at  its  meeting  of 


J Ul  1 1 20QQ 


'cretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0175 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  a  52.4  foot  waterline  right  of  way 
easement  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC),  located 
in  the  City  of  Hayward;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  easement  is  being  held  for  future  placement  of  a  new  waterline  but  is 
currently  unutilized;  and 

WHEREAS,  Callahan  Property  Company,  representing  the  Oliver  Estate,  has  asked  the 
SFPUC  to  quitclaim  20  feet  of  the  southwest  side  of  the  existing  easement  in  exchange  for  20  feet 
on  the  northeast  side  of  the  existing  easement  to  accommodate  the  relocation  of  a  30  inch  high 
pressure  P.O.  &E.  gas  line;  and 

WHEREAS,  P.G.&  E.  has  requested  to  enter  into  a  Revocable  Permit  to  use  the  easement 
area  for  placement  of  the  30  inch  high  pressure  gas  line  as  an  interim  measure  until  such  time  as  a 
formal  Quitclaim  Deed  is  processed  through  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor;  and 

WHEREAS,  Callahan  Property  Company  has  agreed  to  pay  all  fees  associated  with  said 
Revocable  Permit  and  Quitclaim  Deed  as  well  as  provide  the  SFPUC  with  any  and  all  rights  needed 
to  place  a  pump  station  on  the  northern  end  of  the  easement  area  as  well  as  place  an  8  foot  diameter 
steel  pipe  under  the  Santa  Fe  Railroad  embankment  so  a  future  pipeline  can  easily  be  installed  under 
said  embankment;  and 

WHEREAS,  SPEAC  has  determined,  and  completed  a  certification,  that  the  project  described 
by  the  proposed  agreement  has  a  categorical  exemption  from  the  requirements  of  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  and 
authorizes  the  execution  of  that  certain  Revocable  Permit  to  P.O.  &  E.,  for  the  purpose  of  a  placing 
a  30  inch  high  pressure  gas  line,  as  set  forth  in  the  Permit  of  certain  real  property  located  in 
Hayward  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  commencing  upon  final  execution  following 
authorization  and  approval  of  said  Permit  by  the  SFPUC  and  expiring  upon  30  days  notice  from 
either  party  provided  the  Permittee  shall  pay  an  armual  rental  rate  of  $23,880.00  per  year  or 
$1,990.00  per  month;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  quitclaim  of  20  feet  of  the 
southwest  side  of  the  existing  52.4  foot  easement  in  exchange  for  20  feet  of  the  Oliver  Estate 
Property  located  on  the  northeast  side  of  the  existing  easement  as  shown  on  Exhibits  A  and  B 
attached  hereto  provided  the  San  Francisco  Real  Estate  Department  performs  a  formal  appraisal  of 
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said  exchange  to  determine  any  "enhancement  value"  resuking  from  the  exchange  and  provided  the 
OHver  Estate  pays  to  the  SFPUC  the  full  '"enhancement  value"  should  any  exist;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  all  actions  authorized  by  this  resolution  and  heretofore  taken 
by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  such  Agreement  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and  confirmed 
by  this  Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  upon  approval  by  this  Commission,  the  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  said  Revocable  Permit  and  any  other 
documents  related  to  the  land  exchange. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  JUL  1 1  2QQQ  . 

Sectary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0176 


WHEREAS,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power  requires  a  new,  6,000-square-foot, 
essential  service,  computer/telecommunications  facility  to  monitor  and  control  its 
services;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  January  25,  2000  a  presentation  was  made  to  the  Commission  on 
the  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  the  base  bid  and  additive  alternates  of 
said  contract  is  $2,405,075.00,  including  $384,817.50  in  additive  alternates;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  project  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award 
from  Project  CUH932  -  Moccasin  SCADA  Building;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  19%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  participation 
have  been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance 
Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  Contract  No.  HH-894,  Moccasin  Communication  and  Control  Center,  to 
be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and 
specifications  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-894,  Moccasin 
Communication  and  Control  Center,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
(UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and 
to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 


Commission  at  its  meeting  of 


JUL  1 1 2008 


Seen 


ry,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0177 


WHEREAS,  to  address  the  operational  difficulties  of  elevated  iron  and 
manganese  metals  concentrations  in  the  water  entering  the  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment 
Plant  (SVWTP);  improve  current  and  future  compliance  with  the  State  and  Federal  Water 
Quality  standards  for  trihalomethane  (THM);  and  control  the  impact  of  algal 
concentrations  on  the  taste  and  odor  of  drinking  water  produced  by  the  SVWTP,  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  needs  a  new  potassium  permanganate-based  water 
pretreatment  facility;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineers  Estimate  for  the  this  contract  is  $1,520,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  contract  are  available  from  the  FYOO/01  budget, 
Project  CUW134  -  SVWTP  Fast  Track;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  goals  of  17%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  have  been  established  and 
approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the 
SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  Contract  No.  WD-2230  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental 
review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and 
specifications  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2230,  Calaveras 
Potassium  Permanganate  Facility,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB) 
Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return 
to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   1  1  2000 


Sechktary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0178 


WHEREAS,  to  ensure  the  safety  of  both  SFWD  personnel  and  the  pubUc,  and  to 
provide  rehable  water  supply  and  transmission  system  operations  during  a  seismic  event; 
and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2348,  Seismic 
Anchorage  of  Equipment  at  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant,  will  provide  a  needed 
seismic  retrofit  of  existing  facilities  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $1,154,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  contract  will  be  available  from  the  FYOO/01  budget. 
Project  CUW165  -  Seismic  Anchorage  of  Equipment  -  Sunol;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  goals  of  21%  MBE  and  5%  WBE  have  been  established  and 
approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the 
SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  Contract  No.  WD-2348  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental 
review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and 
specifications  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2348,  Seismic 
Anchorage  of  Equipment  at  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant,  and  authorizes  the 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract,  to 
receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for 
award. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 


Commission  at  its  meeting  of 


L  1 1 2QQQ 


Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0179 


WHEREAS,  on  January  24,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0007,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specificationsfor  HetchHetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract 
HH-882,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  2,  Throttling  Stations,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals; 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $1,350,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  Project  CUH920  -  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  2, 
Throttling  Stations;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  March  11,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  5  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  April  20,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Ford  Construction  Inc.  was  determined  as  the  lowest,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  goals  of  20%  MBE  and  5%  WBE  participation  have  been  established  and 
approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCD)  assigned  to  the  SFPUC, 
and  Ford  Construction  Inc.  is  committed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  that  Contract  No.  HH-882  is  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  Contract  No.  HH-882,  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  2,  Throttling  Stations,  in  the  amount  of 
$1,216,080  to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible  bidder.  Ford  Construction  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of    JUL  1 1  2QQQ 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0180 


WHEREAS,  the  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  sewer  replacement  program  to 
replace  hydraulically  inadequate  sewer  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-117,  Deming  Street/Farnsworth  Lane/O'Farrell  Street/Iron  Alley/Clayton  Street  Sewer 
Replacement,  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  Deming  Street  from  Uranus  Terrace  to  Clayton 
Street,  Famsworth  Lane  from  Willard  Street  to  Edgewood  Avenue,  O'Farrell  Street  from 
Masonic  to  Anza  Vista  Avenues,  Iron  Alley  from  Clayton  Street  to  Corbett  Avenue,  and  Clayton 
Street  from  Iron  Alley  to  100  feet  northwesterly;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  initial  contract  award  to  Shaw  Pipeline  was  for  $306,565  and  for  a 
duration  of  84  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  credit  amount  of  $31,100  is  being 
issued  for  reduced  quantities  of  bid  items  used  during  construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  final  contract  amount  will  be  $275,465,  and  the  total  contract  duration 
will  be  84  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  funding  for  this  contract  is  available  from  the  1995A  Sewer  Bonds  under 
Job  Order  No.  1548N  (Fund  5C/CPF/95A,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENSR4SI2740);  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  began  on  December  28,  1998  and  was  finished,  within  the 
contract  term,  on  March  20,  1999;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  under  Clean 
Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-117,  Deming  Street/Farnsworth  Lane/O'Farrell  Street/Iron 
Alley/Clayton  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the 
credit  amount  of  $31,100,  for  a  total  contract  amount  of  $275,465,  and  authorizes  final  payment 
to  Shaw  Pipeline,  Inc.  in  the  amount  of  $13,773. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of    JUL  11  20QQ 


retary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0181 


WHEREAS,  the  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  program  to  replace 
structurally  inadequate  sewers;  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract 
No.  CW-175,  Broad  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  to  replace  the  existing  sewer  on  Broad 
Street  from  Plymouth  Avenue  to  Capitol  Avenue;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  initial  contract  award  to  Insituform  Technologies,  Inc.  was  for 
$88,464  and  for  a  duration  of  14  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  began  on  February  12,  2000  and  was  completed  on 
March  4,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1 ,  in  the  credit  amount  of  $400,  is  being 
issued  to  adjust  for  actual  quantities  used  during  construction;  and  to  extend  the  contract 
duration  by  7  calendar  days  to  accommodate  rain  delays  and  MUNI  scheduling  conflicts; 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  final  contract  amount  will  be  $88,064,  and  the  total  contract 
duration  will  be  2 1  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  funding  for  this  contract  is  available  from  the  Clean  Water 
Program's  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  1603N  (Fund 
5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRR97740);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  Contact  Compliance  Officer  has  granted  a  waiver  of  the 
MBE/WBE  subcontracting  goals  for  this  contract;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  under 
Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-175,  Broad  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  on  Broad 
Street  from  Plymouth  Avenue  to  Capitol  Avenue;  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1 
(Final)  in  the  credit  amount  of  $400  for  a  new  contract  total  of  $88,064,  and  with  a  time 
extension  of  7  calendar  days,  for  a  new  total  contract  duration  of  2 1  calendar  days;  and 
authorizes  final  payment  to  Insituform  Technologies,  Inc.  in  the  amount  of  $28,976. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of     JUL  1 1  2QQQ  

Sea/etary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0182 


WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  Contract  No.  HH-836,  Priest  Reservoir  Outlet  Tunnel  &  Spillway 
Modifications  by  the  contractor.  Proven  Management,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  $1,242,500.00;  Contract 
Modification  No.  1  (Final)  reduced  the  contract  amount  to  $1,223,295.97  and 
would  result  in  a  credit  to  the  City  of  $19,204.03;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  Project  CUH873  -  Priest  Reservoir 
Intake;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established 
MBE/WBE  subcontractor  participation  goals  of  13%  MBE  and  7%  WBE;  now, 
therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission,  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed 
under  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-836,  Priest  Reservoir 
Outlet  Tunnel  &  Spillway  Modifications,  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1 
(Final)  in  the  credit  amount  of  $19,204.03  for  work  not  performed,  which  reduces 
the  final  Contract  amount  to  $1,223,295.97,  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  the 
contractor.  Proven  Management,  Inc.,  in  the  amount  of  $132,312,37. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 


Commission  at  its  meeting 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0183 


WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  on  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  Contract  No.  HH-872,  Moccasin  Reservoir  Gate  Improvements,  by  the 
contractor,  Proven  Management,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  $488,900.00;  Contract 
Modification  No.  1  (Final)  increased  that  amount  by  $13,474.74  for  additional 
work  performed,  which  increased  the  final  contract  amount  to  $502,374.74,  and 

WHEREAS,  $16,030  is  the  remaining  funds  available  in  Project  CUH855 
-  Moccasin  Reservoir  Gate  Replacement  to  cover  the  partial  cost  for  final 
payment;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  UEB  Manager  requests  a  transfer  of  $13,475  from 
Project  CUH873  -  Priest  Reservoir  Intake,  to  cover  the  remaining  funds  required 
to  close  out  this  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  had  made  good  faith 
efforts  to  meet  the  subcontracting  goals;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission,  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed 
under  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-872,  Moccasin  Reservoir 
Gate  Improvements;  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  amount 
of  $13,474.74,  which  increases  the  final  contract  amount  to  $502,374.74;  and 
authorizes  final  payment  to  the  contractor,  Proven  Management,  Inc,  in  the 
amount  of  $29,504.74. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   JUL  1 1  20Q()  


Secretary,  iPublic  Utilities  Commission 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1:35  P.M. 

Present   -    Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner 
Frank  L.  Cook,  Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 

Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen  arrived  at  1:55  P.M. 

Excused  -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy 

Vice  President  Makras  chaired. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Biiatt,  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  May  9,  2000;  passed  (3-0)  unanimously. 

4.  Communications 

No  action  was  taken. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 
No  action  was  taken. 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 
There  was  none. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a.        Peninsula  Sportsmen's  Club. 

Steve  Medbery  reported  the  status  of  the  cleanup  work  on  a  PUC  property 
left  by  the  Peninsula  Sportsmen's  Club  located  south  on  Dumbarton 
Bridge  near  the  City  of  Palo  Alto  and  Menio  Park.  Lead  shotgun  pellets 
and  remains  of  clay  pigeon  debris  contaminated  the  site.  Mr.  Medbery 
stated  that  cleaning  up  the  site  would  cost  $10  million.  The  Commission 
approved  a  supplemental  appropriation  of  $600,000  and  $2.5  million  is  . 
available  in  this  year's  capital  improvement  program. 

Mr  Medbery  reported  that  cleanup  work  is  underway.  He  stated  that  staff 
had  completed  an  analysis  of  the  site  contamination  and  remedial 
alternatives  Staff  recommended  Altemative  #4  for  the  uplands  area  and 


1 .  Call  to  Order: 

2.  Roll  Call: 
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Alternative  #5  for  the  salt  pond  area.  Alternative  #4  involves  excavation  of 
contaminated  soil,  separation  of  sliotgun  pellets,  stabilization  of  soil  with 
cement,  loading  and  disposal  as  non  hazardous  waste.  Alternative  No.  5 
has  the'same  concept.  Mr.  Medbery  stated  that  managing  the 
contaminants  as  non-hazardous  waste,  saves  us  money  and  reduces 
future  potential  liabilities.  He  said  these  alternatives  were  submitted  to  the 
State  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board  and  staff  is  awaiting  their 
response. 

Mr.  Medbery  noted  that  staff  would  commence  the  removal  of  the  pigeons 
and  expected  to  remove  5,000  tons  of  clay  pigeon  debris  in  August.  After 
initial  removal,  bid  documents  would  be  prepared  along  with  CEQA  review 
documents.  Funding  is  needed  next  year  to  implement  the  remedial 
measures. 

Vice  President  Makras  expressed  appreciation  to  staff  for  the  speed  they 
were  taking  in  handling  this  issue. 

b.  Status  Report  on  PUC  issues  at  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Acting  PUC  General  Manager,  reported  that  the  Sale 
of  the  Bernal  Property  was  going  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  Finance 
Committee  and  he  foresees  no  problem  with  this  item. 

Mr.  Klein  reported  that  staff  was  working  with  the  Board  of  Supervisor's 
Budget  Analyst  and  the  San  Francisco  Water  Alliance  to  resolve  issues 
raised  by  the  Finance  Committee  concerning  the  Program  Management 
contract.  The  budget  analyst  had  asked  PUC  to  set  initial  performance 
measures.  The  contract  is  now  being  modified  to  change  the  contract 
term  from  four  years  to  a  four-year  contract  with  annual  renewal  after 
performance  reviews  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors. 

c.  System-wide  Fluoridation. 

Andrew  DeGraca,  Water  Quality  Bureau  Manager,  gave  an  update  on  the 
status  of  the  Fluoridation  Facility  Improvement  Project.  The  project 
involves  replacement  of  the  existing  Polhemus  Fluoridation  Facility  m  San 
Mateo  and  System-wide  Fluoridation  in  the  East  Bay. 

Mr.  DeGraca  reported  that  20  BAWUA  agencies  that  do  not  receive 
fluoridated  water  were  surveyed  to  get  their  position  about  fluoridated 
water  Staff  received  response  from  half  of  those  surveyed.  Five  were  in 
favor  Four  already  fluoridate  their  water.  Four  were  uncertain.  The  City 
of  Mountain  View  did  not  respond  as  they  were  already  proceeding  with  its 
own  voter-mandated  fluoridation  facility. 
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Mr.  DeGraca  stated  that  letters  were  also  sent  to  local  Health 
Departments.  The  State  of  California  Department  of  Health  Services  and 
the  Health  Departments  of  San  Francisco  and  San  Mateo  were  in  favor  of 
system-wide  fluoridation.  He  also  met  with  BAWUA  agencies  and 
provided  them  with  background  information.  Letters  were  also  sent  to 
various  Mayors  to  obtain  their  position  on  the  subject  and  responses. 
Responses  are  due  by  September  8,  2000. 

Vice  President  Makras  suggested  that  staff  provide  a  summary  of  the  pros 
and  cons  of  fluoridation. 

Commissioner  Caen  arrived  during  the  discussion  at  this  point. 
Commercial  Paper. 

William  Berry,  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Finance  and  Administration, 
reported  that  a  memo  was  submitted  to  the  Commission  recommending 
financing  alternatives  for  the  Capital  Improvement  Program.  The  memo 
recommended  expanding  the  size  of  the  Commercial  Paper  Program  from 
$150  million  to  $250  million  to  fund  the  Capital  Improvement  Program 
approved  last  year  and  the  current  year.  Mr.  Berry  stated  that  staff  would 
be  working  with  banks  to  obtain  an  agreement  to  increase  the  size  of  the 
letter  of  credit.  An  agenda  item  to  approve  the  expansion  would  be 
brought  to  the  Commission  in  late  September  or  early  October. 

Vice  President  Makras  asked  why  this  was  not  brought  up  as  a  policy 
decision  as  opposed  to  a  memorandum.  Mr.  Berry  explained  that  the 
intent  of  the  memo  was  to  inform  the  Commission  of  the  need  to  increase 
the  amount  of  capital  and  provided  available  financing  options. 

Commissioner  Caen  suggested  scheduling  this  matter  for  discussion  at 
the  next  meeting  as  an  agenda  item. 

Vice  President  Makras  commented  that  the  memo  neither  guaranteed 
cost  savings  nor  provided  information  on  how  the  program  performed.  He 
believed  that  there  is  a  good  check  and  balance  when  a  report  comes 
back  on  the  outcome  of  a  new  program.  Mr.  Berry  responded  that  the 
memo  provided  information  on  how  well  the  program  has  done  which  was 
the  basis  of  their  recommendation. 

Vice  President  Makras  directed  staff  to  calendar  this  item  so  that  it 
becomes  a  policy  decision  of  the  Commission  to  increase  the  commercial 
paper  amount. 
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Mr.  Berry  reported  that  the  Mayor  appointed  the  14  members  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Infrastructure  Task  Force.  Mr.  Berry  was  appointed  one  of  the 
members.  The  first  meeting  of  the  task  force  was  scheduled  for  July  28, 
2000  to  discuss  its  purpose  and  mission. 

Vice  President  Makras  recommended  that  someone  from  the  Program 
Management  team  be  invited  to  the  task  force  as  a  non-participating 
member. 

e.        Church  of  the  Nazarene. 

Mr.  Klein  stated  that  the  Commission  at  the  last  meeting  directed  staff  to 
respond  to  the  Church's  request  to  reconnect  their  water  service.  The 
Church  had  been  serviced  by  a  fire  hydrant  for  water  service  for  the  last 
years  and  later  was  told  that  the  Fire  Department  would  discontinue  that 
service.  Staff  worked  out  an  agreement  with  the  Fire  Department  to  let  the 
church  continue  using  the  fire  hydrant.  Mr.  Klein  advised  that  the  church 
had  sold  the  property  to  a  development  group  and  as  a  result  of  the  sale 
lost  their  utility  easement  for  water  thereby  leaving  the  City  and  the 
Church  no  rights  to  install  a  waterline.  This  matter  is  now  an  issue 
between  the  homeowner's  association  and  the  church. 

Commissioner  Bhatt  commented  that  the  church  was  an  existing  structure 
and  should  have  a  connection  to  a  water  meter.  He  questioned  why  a 
sale  of  property  matters  when  this  should  have  water  connection  in  the 
first  place.  He  was  concerned  about  possible  liabilities  to  the  City. 

Commissioner  Cook  noted  that  the  Church  should  have  included  a 
provision  for  ingress  and  egress  when  they  sold  the  property. 

Vice  President  Makras  directed  staff  to  report  at  the  next  Commission 
meeting  to  address  Commissioner  Bhatt's  concern  and  the  PUC's 
responsibility  to  provide  continuous  service  to  a  customer  given  the  land 
use  issues.  He  also  suggested  that  staff  recommend  ways  to  deal  with 
health  and  safety  issues  related  to  water  supplied  through  fire  hydrants. 

Vice  President  Makras  congratulated  Larry  Klein  for  taking  on  the  General 
Manager's  responsibilities  while  John  Mullane  was  recovering  from  surgery. 

Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  (BAWUA)  General  Manager's  Report 

a.         BAWUA's  Participation  on  the  Mayor's  Infrastructure  Task  Force. 

Art  Jensen,  BAWUA  General  Manager,  reported  that  he  was  also 
appointed  to  the  Mayor's  Public  Utilities  Infrastructure  Tasks  Force.  He 
explained  that  his  participation  in  the  task  force  brings  value  to  the  group. 
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as  he  is  familiar  with  PUC's  CIP  projects.  He  said  that  as  a  member  he 
would  express  BAWUA's  interests  on  issues  and  ideas  with  respect  to  the 
regional  water  system. 

Mr.  Jensen  stated  that  they  had  sent  a  letter  to  the  Finance  Committee 
expressing  support  to  the  PUC  in  its  effort  to  bring  a  Program  Manager  to 
manage  the  CIP.  He  also  stated  that  the  Commission  would  be  receiving 
letters  from  various  member  agencies  of  BAWUA  recommending  actions 
to  improve  the  regional  water  supply. 

Commissioner  Cook  expressed  concerns  about  the  tone  of 
communications  received  from  BAWUA  agencies  that  PUC  is  poorly 
managed.  He  requested  Mr.  Jensen  to  convey  to  these  agencies  the 
Commission's  request  to  focus  on  positive  solutions  rather  than  criticism 
of  staff  and  the  Commission. 

Vice  President  Makras  concurred  with  Commissioner  Cook's  comments 
and  urged  Mr.  Jensen  to  convey  to  BAWUA  member  agencies  the  need 
for  constructive  participation  to  get  the  best  resolution. 

9.  Public  Comments  on  Matters  not  on  Today's  Agenda. 

Ernestine  Weiss  commented  in  support  of  electric  municipalization  in  San 
Francisco. 

10.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  California  Independent  System 
Operator  (CAISO)  Demand  Reduction  Program. 

Maria  Jurosek,  Manager  of  Retail  Services,  reported  that  the  City  entered  into  an 
agreement  with  the  ISO  to  curtail  load  during  power  emergencies.  Load  curtailment 
by  City  departments  would  generate  $4  million  in  revenues  during  the  4-month 
term  of  the  program.  Ms.  Jurosek  noted  that  we  have  generated  over  $1 .5  million 
since  June  15,  2000.  For  the  PUC  to  receive  the  benefit  of  this  revenue,  we  need 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  approval,  as  required  by  the  City  Charter  for  revenues 
more  than  $1  million. 

Commissioner  Caen  stated  that  New  York  State  was  doing  a  similar  program  and 
she  wanted  to  know  what  they  are  giving  for  the  megawatt  hour.  Laurie  Park, 
Acting  Manager  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power,  explained  that  we  would  not 
make  as  much  money  on  it  as  the  East  Coast  and  Midwest,  as  they  do  not  impose 
price  caps  in  these  regions.  Ms.  Jurosek  noted  that  the  City's  bid  at  $650  million  . 
was  the  highest.  Ms.  Park  pointed  out  that  San  Francisco  was  the  only 
municipality  that  participated  in  the  program  and  was  the  only  one  receiving 
compensation.  > 
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Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-01 84:     Recommend  the  Board  of  Supervisors'  approval  of  the 

Demand  Relief  Agreement  between  the  California 
Independent  System  Operator  and  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco. 

CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 

Advertise 

1 1 .  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2316. 

Mr.  Quan  advised  that  due  to  a  busy  construction  climate,  staff  received  only  one 
bid  that  was  $20  million  over  the  engineer's  estimate.  He  recommended  rejecting 
the  bid  and  readvertising  the  contract.  They  have  done  outreach  and  five 
contractors  have  signified  their  willingness  to  bid  if  the  contract  was  readvertised. 

Responding  to  Vice  President  Makras'  inquiry,  Mr.  Quan  stated  that  the  engineer's 
estimate  will  increase  by  $5.4  million  due  to  other  changes  and  additions  to  the 
contract  such  as  site  access  and  fire  protection  improvement,  and  equipment  cost 
increase. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0185:     Reject  the  sole  bid  received  for  San  Francisco  Water 

Department  Contract  No.  WD-2316,  Sunol  Valley  Water 
Treatment  Plant  Improvements  Project  Phase  1;  and 
authorize  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to 
readvertise  the  contract  as  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2316R. 

12.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2323. 

Commissioner  Caen  inquired  on  how  soon  could  we  recoup  the  money  expended 
for  this  project.  Mr.  Quan  stated  that  it  would  take  7  to  8  years  to  recapture  the 
cost  of  improvements  for  smaller  meters. 

Vice  President  Makras  stated  that  he  would  support  the  item  but  he  wanted  to 
clarify  that  the  recapture  time  would  take  substantially  longer  due  to  associated 
labor  costs.  If  we  were  to  let  a  contract  for  meter  testing  work,  we  would  save  the 
cost  to  build  a  meter  testing  facility  and  operating  and  maintenance  costs,  which 
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are  greater  than  construction  costs.  He  recognized  the  benefits  of  doing  it  in- 
house  but  he  was  concerned  about  operating  and  maintenance  costs. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0186:     Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications,  and 

authorize  advertisement  for  bids  for  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2323,  Meter  and 
Valve  Testing/Calibration  Facility  and  Associated 
Improvements. 

Award 

13.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2166R. 

Mr.  Quan  reported  that  a  protest  was  received  from  Schram  questioning  the 
subcontract  certification  of  the  first  and  third  low  bidders.  HRC  determined  that  the 
lowest  bidder  was  not  responsive,  as  they  did  not  meet  the  subcontracting  goals. 
HRC  recommended  the  award  of  the  contract  to  the  next  low  bidder,  Schram 
Construction.  All  protests  have  been  resolved.  Vice  President  Makras  stated  that 
he  inspected  the  site  and  he  believed  that  the  work  is  necessary  and  that  this  is  an 
appropriate  expenditure. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0187:     Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2166R,  CDD  Safety  and  Environmental  Hazard 
Abatement,  in  the  amount  of  $1,389,100  to  the  lowest 
responsive  and  responsible  bidder,  Schram 
Construction,  Inc. 

14.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract 
No.  HH-886. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0188:     Award  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  . 

HH-886,  Lining  Moccasin  Grizzly  Creek,  in  the  amount 
of  $889,075  to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible 
bidder,  Proven  Management,  Inc. 
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15.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract 
N0.WP-I6R. 

Matthew  Gass,  Maintenance  Engineering  Manager  in  Moccasin,  presented  the 
item. 

Commissioner  Caen  questioned  the  statement  in  the  agenda  item  that  the  wide 
disparity  in  the  bids  was  due  to  the  contractor's  inability  to  inspect  the  site  before 
bidding.  Mr.  Gass  stated  that  the  site  cannot  be  inspected  since  the  rock  trap  is 
over  5,000  feet  and  watered  up  all  the  time.  It  is  difficult  and  costly  to  dewater  the 
tunnel  because  it  takes  five  days  to  do  that  not  to  consider  the  loss  of  revenue,  as 
we  would  shut  down  power  generation. 

Vice  President  Makras  asked  for  clarification  as  to  whether  the  contractor  would 
assume  all  the  risks  for  not  inspecting  the  site  or  staff  would  accept  work  change 
orders  later  in  fairness  to  the  contractor.  Mr.  Gass  indicated  that  the  major  risk 
was  not  in  the  work  itself  but  the  actual  mechanics  of  how  to  get  the  work  done 
inside  the  tunnel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0189:     Award  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No. 

WP-16R,  Cherry  Power  Tunnel  Rock  Trap 
Rehabilitation,  in  the  amount  of  $776,000  to  the  lowest 
responsive  and  responsible  bidder,  Mitchell 
Engineering;  and  authorize  the  transfer  of  funds  in  the 
amount  of  $260,000  from  Power  Transformer  Additions 
to  this  contract. 

PROFESSIONAL  SERVICE  CONTARCTS 

Advertise 

16.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Request  for  Proposals  for  Financial 
Advisory  Services. 

Mr.  Berry  reported  that  the  contract  for  the  PUC  financial  advisor  expired  and  the 
Commission  a  year  ago  instructed  staff  to  rebid  and  draw  from  the  pool  used  by 
the  Mayor's  Office  of  Public  Finance.  The  pool  expired  in  March  2000. 

Vice  President  Makras  inquired  what  the  advisor  would  provide  for  their  services. 
Mr.  Berry  stated  that  the  PUC  has  had  a  financial  advisor  in  the  past  to  provide 
financial  advice.  The  advisor  would  advise  us  in  putting  together  the  official  i 
statement,  working  with  rate  agencies,  looking  at  different  financing  mechanisms 
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for  the  CIP.  He  said  it  is  typical  for  municipal  agencies  to  have  a  third  party 
financial  advisor. 

Vice  President  Makras  said  he  was  skeptical  as  to  what  we  would  get  for  a 
$500,000  contract  over  4  years.  He  said  staff  was  capable  of  knowing  our  history 
and  operation  and  he  could  not  understand  the  necessity  of  hiring  an  expert.  Mr. 
Klein  explained  that  we  need  to  sell  bonds  for  Water  and  Clean  Water  projects  and 
we  need  $1.3  billion  to  fund  the  Capital  Improvement  Program.  We  have  less  than 
$500  million  in  funding  available  through  the  previous  bonds  and  capital 
authorizations. 

Commissioner  Caen  suggested  amending  the  resolution  to  reduce  the  term  to  two 
years  and  revisit  the  contract  after  that  time. 

Vice  President  Makras  stated  that  he  would  support  the  item  if  the  term  were 
reduced.  He  also  suggested  incorporating  a  progress  report  on  the  services 
rendered  on  a  quarterly  basis. 

Mr.  Berry  stated  that  it  takes  a  lot  of  time  to  go  through  the  RFP  process  to  come 
back  to  the  Commission.  Vice  President  Makras  pointed  out  that  the  two-year  term 
is  consistent  with  the  PUC  policy  and  the  extension  allows  flexibility  to  get  the  full 
four  years  if  staff  is  pleased  with  the  contractor's  performance. 

Mr.  Berry  stated  that  he  would  go  with  two  years,  as  they  need  the  assistance  of  a 
financial  advisor.  We  would  have  outstanding  bonds  for  a  long  time  and  we  would 
need  an  advisor  to  manage  those  bonds. 

Commissioner  Caen  suggested  approving  the  resolution  as  presented  with  an 
amendment  that  the  term  is  for  two  years  with  yearly  extensions.  She 
recommended  not  put  a  term  on  the  annual  extension.  She  felt  that  if  the  advisor 
was  doing  a  good  job  there  is  no  reason  to  go  through  the  bid  process  again.  She 
recommended  amending  the  agenda  item  to  reflect  that  the  amount  authorized  by 
the  Commission  was  $250,000  rather  than  $500,000. 

Mr.  Art  Jensen  waived  his  opportunity  to  comment. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0190:     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

solicit  proposals  for  financial  advisory  services. 
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CLOSED  SESSION 


17.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  was  none. 

1 8.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  went  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following  items 
at  3:10  P.M. 

19.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956. 9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Plaintiff  and  as  Defendant 

Property:  500+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property 

on  Bernal  Avenue  in  Alameda  County 

Parties  Negotiating:  Lymburn/Malamut 

City  of  Pleasanton 

Under  Negotiation:       Terms  and  Conditions 

Present  were  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  Acting  PUC  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  Deputy 
City  Attorneys  John  Malamut  and  Charles  Sullivan. 

No  action  was  taken. 

20.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 

Present  were  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  Acting  PUC  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson. 

No  action  was  taken. 
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21 .  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(a): 

Existing  Litigation:        Banks  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  San  Francisco 

Superior  Court  No.  994-1 1 5. 

Present  were  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  Acting  PUC  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0191:     Recommending  a  settlement  in  the  case  of  Banks  v. 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  San  Francisco 
Superior  Court  No.  994-1 1 5. 

22.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(a): 

Existing  Litigation:  Hertz  Equipment  Rental,  Claim  No.  99W  5038-1 . 

Present  were  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  Acting  PUC  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0192:     Recommending  a  settlement  in  the  case  of  Hertz 

Equipment  Rental,  Claim  No.  99W  5038-1. 

23.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(a): 

Existing  Litigation:  Terry  Dowd  vs.  City  &  County  of  San  Francisco,  Water 

Department,  Claim  No.  97-W-0147. 

Present  were  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  Acting  PUC  General  Manager  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson. 
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Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0193:     Recommending  a  settlement  in  the  case  of  Terry  Dowd 

vs.  City  &  County  of  San  Francisco,  Water  Department, 
Claim  No.  97-W-0147. 

At  3:47  P.M.,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session. 

24.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

Vice  President  Makras  announced  the  actions  taken  during  Closed  Session. 

25.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  not  to  disclose 
the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  3:50  P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

00-0184 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


WHEREAS,  as  a  result  of  inadequate  planning  and  investment  by  California  investor 
owned  utilities  in  electric  infrastructure  and  rapidly  increasing  demand  due  to  aggressive 
economic  development,  San  Francisco  and  all  of  California  faces  an  energy  crisis,  and 

WHEREAS,  to  help  ease  the  crisis  the  California  ISO  has  introduced  the  "Summer  2000 
Demand  Relief  Program"  to  pay  consumers  to  curtail  power  during  peak  conditions,  and 

WHEREAS,  on  March  24,  2000,  the  California  ISO  issued  a  request  for  bids  for 
voluntary  participation  in  the  program,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  submitted  a  bid  for 
participation  in  the  program  and  the  California  ISO  has  accepted  the  bid,  and 

WHEREAS,  in  order  for  the  City  to  receive  compensation  from  the  California  ISO  for  its 
participation  in  the  program,  the  City  and  the  California  ISO  must  enter  into  a  Demand  Relief 
Agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  City's  participation  in  the  Summer  2000  Demand  Relief  Program  will 
make  a  significant  contribution  to  improving  reliability  of  the  City's  electrical  system  and 
provide  the  City  with  potential  revenue  in  excess  of  $4,000,000  reflecting  the  value  of  the 
reduced  load, and 

WHEREAS,  contracts  with  an  anticipated  revenue  to  the  City  of  $1,000,000  or  more 
require  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  by  resolution;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  the  SFPUC  approves  and  recommends  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
approve  the  Demand  Relief  Agreement  between  the  California  ISO  and  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  as  set  forth  in  Attachment  2  to  this  Resolution. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resfihition  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  j/^  )•  /7  JUL  2  5  2000 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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CALIFORNIA  INDEPENDENT  SYSTEM  OPERATOR 


AND 


CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


DEMAND  RELIEF  AGREEMENT 


Demand  Relbf  Agreement 


DEMAND  REI  lEF  AGREEMENT  (DRA) 

THIS  AGREEMENT  is  dated  this      day  of  June.,  200Q.  and  is  entered  into,  by  and  between: 

(1 )  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  having  its  registered  and  principal  place  of  business 
located  at  City  Hall,  #1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  California  94102-4682 
(the  "Contracted  Load"); 

and 

(2)  California  Independent  System  Operator  Corporation,  a  California  nonprofit  public  benefit 
corporation  having  a  principal  executive  office  located  at  such  place  in  the  State  of  California 
as  the  ISO  Governing  Board  may  from  time  to  time  designate,  initially  1 51  Blue  Ravine  Road. 
Folsom,  California  95630  (the  "ISO"). 

Whereas: 

A.  Under  Section  345  of  the  California  Public  Utilities  Code,  ISO  is  responsible  for  the  efficient  use 
and  reliable  operation  of  the  ISO  Controlled  Grid. 

B.  The  ISO  Tariff  provides  that  ISO  may  enter  into  Load  curtailment  contracts  giving  ISO  the  right  to 
reduce  the  Loads  of  those  parties  that  win  the  contracts  when  there  is  insufficient  Generation 
capacity  to  satisfy  those  Loads  in  addition  to  all  other  Loads. 

C.  ISO  issued  a  Request  for  Bids  ("RFB")  on  March  24,  2000  to  solicit  bids  from  Loads  for 
participation  in  ISO's  "Summer  2000  Demand  Relief  Program"  for  up  to  1 .000  MW  between  June 
15.  2000  and  October  15,  2000  (the  "Program"). 

Contracted  Load  submitted  a  bid  at  the  Fixed  Price  Amount  in  response  to  ISO's  RFB  and 
acknowledges  that  ISO  desires  to  rely  on  the  Committed  Capacity  supplied  by  Contracted  Load  to 
support  the  reliable  operation  of  the  ISO  Controlled  Grid. 

Contracted  Load  is  a  party  to  an  Existing  Contract  with  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 
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Contracted  Load  is  provided  Scheduling  Coordinator  services  under  the  Existing  Contract  with 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and  pursuant  to  the  Responsible  Participating  Transmission 
Owner  Agreement  between  the  ISO  and  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  for  purposes  of. 
including  but  not  limited  to,  providing  services  required  by  the  ISO  under  this  Agreement. 
The  Parties  are  entering  into  this  Agreement  in  order  to  establish  the  terms  and  conditions  on 
which  ISO  and  Contracted  Load  will  discharge  their  respective  duties  and  responsibilities  under 


the  Program. 

NOW  THEREFORE,  in  consideration  of  the  mutual  covenants  set  forth  herein.  THE  PARTIES  AGREE  as 


follows; 


ARTICLE  I 
DEFINITIONS  AND  INTERPRETATION 


Terms,  when  used  wilh  initial  capitalization  in  this  Agreement  and  the  attached  Schedules  shall  have 
the  meanings  set  out  below.  Terms  used  with  initial  capitalization  in  this  Agreement  and  the  attached 
schedules,  but  not  defined  below,  shall,  if  defined  in  Appendix  A  to  the  ISO  Tariff,  have  the  meanings 
set  forth  therein.  The  singular  shall  include  the  plural  and  vice  versa.  "Includes"  or  "including"  shall 
mean  "including  without  limitation."  References  to  a  Section,  Article  or  Schedule  shall  mean  a 
Section,  Article  or  Schedule  of  this  Agreement,  unless  another  agreement  or  instrument  is  specified, 
unless  the  context  otherwise  requires,  references  to  any  law  shall  be  deemed  references  to  such  law 
as  amended,  replaced  or  restated  from  time  to  time.  Unless  the  context  othe™,ise  requires,  any 
reference  to  a  "person"  includes  any  individual,  partnership,  firm,  company,  corporation,  joint  venture, 
trust,  association,  organization  or  other  entity,  in  each  case  whether  or  not  having  separate  legal 
identity.  References  to  "Contracted  Load"  or  "ISO"  shall,  unless  the  context  othe™,ise  requires,  mean 
Contracted  Load  and  ISO  respectively  and  their  permitted  assigns  and  successors.  References  to 
sections  or  provisions  of  the  ISO  Tariff  include  any  succeeding  sections  or  provisions  of  the  ISO  Tariff. 


DRAr2.0600 


2 


Demand  Relief  Agreement 
"Business  Day"  means  any  of  Monday  through  Friday,  excluding  any  day  which  is  a  federal 
bank  holiday. 

"Contracted  Load"  means  the  Party  entering  into  this  Agreement,  other  than  ISO,  and,  for 
purposes  of  individual  Loads  aggregated  to  form  a  Contracted  Load,  references  to  Contracted 
Load  in  Sections  5.1(c),  5.3  and  12.2  of  this  Agreement  shall  include  each  individual  Load. 
"Committed  Capacity"  means  the  reduction  in  Demand  expressed  in  MWs  set  forth  in 
Schedule  1 ,  which  must  be  at  least  one  (1)  MW,  that  the  Contracted  Load  agrees  to  Deliver  in 
accordance  with  Dispatch  Notices  in  a  manner  that  reduces  loadings  on  the  ISO  Controlled 
Grid  equivalent  to  the  production  of  Energy  by  an  electric  generating  facility  and  for  which 
Contracted  Load  has  submitted  a  plan  for  and  received  ISO  approval  for  implementation  in  the 
case  of  aggregated  individual  Loads. 

"Deliver"  means  to  reduce  Demand  by  an  amount  of  Committed  Capacity  on  the  ISO 
Controlled  Grid  pursuant  to  a  Dispatch  Notice,  and  the  terms  "Delivered"  and  "Delivering"  shall 
be  construed  accordingly. 

"Dispatch!  Notice"  means  a  notice  issued  for  Peak  Hours  by  ISO  to  Contracted  Load's 
Scheduling  Coordinator  in  accordance  with  Section  4.1  requesting  dispatch  of  the  Contracted 
Load  to  provide  the  Requested  MW  of  Committed  Capacity  under  this  Agreement. 
"Fixed  Price  Amount"  means  the  price  at  which  Contracted  Load  has  agreed  to  provide 
Committed  Capacity  during  the  Peak  Period,  expressed  in  $/MW-Month.  The  Fixed  Price 
Amount  is  set  forth  on  Schedule  1 . 

"Invoice"  means  an  invoice  issued  by  ISO  to  Scheduling  Coordinator  under  Section  6.5. 
"ISO  Tariff"  means  the  California  Independent  System  Operator  Tariff,  including  the  ISO 
Protocols,  on  file  with  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission  (FERC)  and  in  effect  from  time 
to  time. 

"MDAS"  means  a  Meter  Data  Acquisition  Server. 
"Month"  or  "Monthly"  means  a  calendar  month. 
"Monthly  Capacity  Payment"  is  defined  in  Section  6.1 . 
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"MW"  means  megawatt  or  megawatts. 

"MWh"  means  megawatt  hour  or  megawatt  hours. 

"Non-Performance  Payment  Offset"  means  an  amount  computed  pursuant  to  Section  6.2. 
"Party"  means  either  ISO  or  Contracted  Load,  and  "Parties"  means  ISO  and  Contracted  Load. 
"Peak  Hour"  means  an  hour  within  Peak  Hours. 

"Peak  Hours"  means  each  of  the  hours  from  12:00  noon  to  8:00  p.m.  on  any  given  Business 
Day  during  the  Peak  Period. 

"Peak  Period"  means  the  period  from  June  1 5  to  October  1 5  of  calendar  year  2000. 
"Primary  Representative"  means  the  individual  identified  as  such  in  attached  Schedule  2. 
"Requested  MW"  means  the  MW  of  Committed  Capacity  ISO  requests  Contracted  Load  to 
Deliver  pursuant  to  a  Dispatch  Notice. 

"Requested  Operation  Period(s)"  means  the  consecutive  Peak  Hours  specified  in  a 
Dispatch  Notice  during  which  ISO  requests  Delivery  of  Committed  Capacity  from  the 
Contracted  Load.  A  Requested  Operation  Period(s)  shall  commence  with  the  Peak  Hour 
specified  by  ISO  in  the  Dispatch  Notice  and  shall  have  a  duration  as  so  specified,  provided 
that  such  duration  shall  not  be  less  than  two  (2)  consecutive  hours. 
"Scheduling  Coordinator"  shall  mean  a  Scheduling  Coordinator  that  is  MDAS  certified. 

ARTICLE  2 
;  TERM 

2.1  Term.  This  Agreement  shall  become  effective  as  of  the  date  first  indicated  above  and  shall 
continue  in  full  force  and  effect  until  October  15,  2000  or  until  terminated  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Section  2.2  of  this  Agreement. 

2.2  Termination.  This  Agreement  may  be  terminated: 

(i)  by  ISO  pursuant  to  Article  1 1  in  the  event  of  default  by  Contracted  Load;  or 

(ii)  by  Contracted  Load  pursuant  Article  1 1  in  the  event  of  default  by  ISO. 
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2.3      Effect  of  Expiration  or  Termination.  Expiration  or  ternnination  of  this  Agreement  shall  not 
affect  the  accrued  rights  and  obligations  of  either  Party,  including  either  Party's  obligations  to 
make  all  payments  to  the  other  Party  pursuant  to  this  Agreement. 

ARTICLE  3 
TESTING 

Demonstration  of  Committed  Capacity  of  the  Contracted  Load.    On  a  date  to  be  mutually  agreed 
upon  between  Contracted  Load  and  ISO  between  June  1 ,  2000  and  June  15,  2000.  ISO  shall  issue  a 
test  Dispatch  Notice  to  Contracted  Load's  Primary  Representative,  with  a  concurrent  information-only 
notice  to  the  Contracted  Load's  Scheduling  Coordinator.  Contracted  Load's  Primary  Representative 
shall  confirm  receipt  of  the  test  Dispatch  Notice  by  Contracted  Load  within  thirty  (30)  minutes  of  the 
issuance  of  the  test  Dispatch  Notice  by  ISO.  Contracted  Load  is  not  required  to  Deliver  Committed 
Capacity  in  the  amount  of  the  Requested  MW  specified  in  the  test  Dispatch  Notice.  If  Contracted 
Load  fails  to  demonstrate  its  receipt  of  the  Dispatch  Notice,  ISO  shall  repeat  the  test  no  more  than  two 
times.  If  such  repeated  test(s)  fail  to  demonstrate  the  Contracted  Load's  capability  to  receive  the  test 
Dispatch  Notice(s),  ISO  shall  have  the  right  to  terminate  this  Agreement  pursuant  to  Article  1 1 
(Termination  for  Default). 

ARTICLE  4 
DISPATCH  OF  PROJECT 
4.1      ISO's  Right  To  Dispatch.  Subject  to  the  limitations  set  forth  in  this  Agreement,  ISO  shall 
have  the  right  to  direct  the  dispatch  of  Committed  Capacity  from  the  Contracted  Load  up  to 
thirty  (30)  hours  per  Month  by  issuing  Dispatch  Notices  to  Contracted  Load's  Scheduling 
Coordinator.  ISO's  right  to  direct  the  dispatch  of  Committed  Capacity  as  described  in  this 
Section  4.1  shall  be  reduced  to  fifteen  (15)  hours  for  the  Months  of  June  2000  and  October 
2000.  Each  Requested  Operation  Period(s)  under  a  Dispatch  Notice  Issued  under  this  Section 
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4.1  shall  be  of  a  duration  of  not  less  than  two  (2)  consecutive  hours  and  not  more  than  eight 
(8)  consecutive  hours. 

4.2  Timing  of  Dispatch  Notices.  ISO  may  issue  a  Dispatch  Notice  at  any  time  consistent  with 
ISO  Tariff  Section  2.3.5.1 .3,  and  will  endeavor  without  obligation  to  issue  Dispatch  Notices 
prior  to  declaration  by  ISO  of  a  Stage  2  Emergency  in  the  ISO  Control  Area. 

4.3  Form  and  Content  of  Dispatch  Notices. 

(a)  ISO  will  issue  all  Dispatch  Notices  to  Contracted  Load's  Scheduling  Coordinator  by 

alphanumeric  electronic  page  (e-page),  with  electronic  mail  (e-mail),  voice  telephone,  and 
facsimile  (fax)  used  as  additional  or  alternate  notification  methods  as  may  be  necessary. 
ISO  will  issue  only  one  Dispatch  Notice  per  Scheduling  Coordinator  to  the  contact 
identified  by  the  Scheduling  Coordinator.  Contracted  Load's  Scheduling  Coordinator  must 
maintain  a,dedicated  pager  capable  of  receiving  alphanumeric  electronic  pages,  an  e-mail 
address,  a  dedicated  telephone  voice  line,  and  a  telephone  line  connected  to  a  dedicated 
fax  machine  for  purposes  of  the  Dispatch  Notice  process,  if  circumstances  require  that  a 
Dispatch  Notice  be  given  or  changed  orally,  the  Dispatch  Notice  shall  be  confirmed  in 
writing  by  ISO  within  twenty-four  (24)  hours  after  the  oral  notice  or  change  was  given. 
Unless  othenwise  agreed  by  ISO,  the  Scheduling  Coordinator  for  Contracted  Load  shall  be 
responsible  to  ensure  that  Contracted  Load  is  informed  of  the  details  of  the  Dispatch 
Notice.  At  the  option  of  ISO,  ISO  may  agree  to  include  multiple  pager  addresses  in  a 
broadcast  alphanumeric  electronic  page  Dispatch  Notice  such  that  notification  of  ISO's 
issuance  of  a  Dispatch  Notices  is  received  concurrently  by  all  parties  that  may  be  involved 
in  the  notification  process.  However,  unless  othenwise  agreed  to  by  ISO,  the  issuance  of 
such  a  broadcast  notification  of  a  Dispatch  Notice  will  not  relieve  the  Scheduling 
Coordinator  of  its  responsibility  to  ensure  that  Contracted  Load  is  informed  of  the  details  o' 
the  Dispatch  Notice. 

(b)      Pursuant  to  Section  4.3(a)  of  this  Agreement,  ISO  agrees  to  issuance  of  a  broadcast 
notification  of  a  Dispatch  Notice  to  Contracted  Load's  Primary  Representative  by 
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alphanumeric  electronic  page  (e-page),  with  electronic  mail  (e-mail),  voice  telephone, 
and  facsimile  (fax)  used  as  additional  or  alternate  notification  methods  as  may  be 
necessary.  ISO  will  notify  Contracted  Load's  Scheduling  Coordinator  of  the  Dispatch 
Notice  simultaneously  with  issuance  of  the  Dispatch  Notice  to  Contracted  Load's 
Primary  Representative  for  information  purposes  only. 

(c)      Each  Dispatch  Notice  shall  specify  the  Contracted  Load,  Peak  Hour  for 

commencement  and  conclusion  of  the  Requested  Operation  Period(s)  and,  for  each 
hour  of  the  Requested  Operation  Period(s),  the  Requested  MW,  which  shall  not 
exceed  the  Committed  Capacity.  A  Requested  Operation  Period(s)  may  be  extended 
prior  to  its  end  by  issuance  of  another  Dispatch  Notice,  provided  that  each  hour  within 
the  extended  period(s)  is  a  Peak  Hour. 
4.4      ISO  Tariff  Authority  and  Obligations.  Nothing  in  this  Agreement  shall  limit  the  obligations  of 

Contracted  Load  under  the  ISO  Tariff  to  obey  any  dispatch  instructions  issued  by  ISO  with 

respect  to  Contracted  Load. 

ARTICLE  5 
DELIVERY  OF  COMMITTED  CAPACITY 
5.1      Contracted  Load's  Delivery  of  Committed  Capacity. 

(a)  If  Contracted  Load  intends  to  deliver  Committed  Capacity  from  an  aggregation  of 
individual  Loads,  Contracted  Load  shall  submit  an  implementation  plan  to  ISO  and 
shall  obtain  ISO  approval  of  that  implementation  plan  prior  to  commencement  of 
providing  service  and  receiving  payment  under  this  Agreement. 

(b)  Subject  to  the  limits  in  this  Agreement,  Contracted  Load  shall  provide  Committed 
Capacity  in  the  amount  of  the  Requested  MW  and  for  the  full  Requested  Operating 
Period(s)  specified  in  each  Dispatch  Notice  within  thirty  (30)  minutes  of  receipt  of  each 
Dispatch  Notice.  The  time  stamp  indicated  on  the  e-mail  transmitting  the  alphanumeric 
electronic  page  Dispatch  Notice  described  in  Section  4.3(a)  will  be  used  as  the  basis 
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for  response  time  calculations,  unless  ISO  has  found  it  necessary  to  utilize  an  altemate 
means  of  communicating  the  Dispatch  Notice,  in  which  case  the  response  time 
calculations  will  be  based  on  the  applicable  record  of  the  time  of  receipt  of  the  Dispatch 
Notice. 

(c)  Contracted  Load  shall  comply  with  the  metering  and  related  arrangements  set  forth  in 
this  Agreement. 

(d)  Contracted  Load's  Scheduling  Coordinator  must  schedule,  meter  and  report  Settlement 
Quality  Meter  Data  ("SQMD")  for  Contracted  Load  separate  from  other  Loads  under  the 
same  timelines  and  standards  as  described  in  the  ISO  Tariff  and  Metering  Protocol. 
This  separate  scheduling,  metering  and  reporting  of  the  Contracted  Load  by  the 
Scheduling  Coordinator  must:  (i)  commence  on  June  1 ,  2000;  (ii)  continue  from  June  1 , 
2000  until  the  termination  or  expiration  of  this  Agreement;  and  (iii)  include  at  a 
minimum  the  Committed  Capacity. 

5.2  Contracted  Load's  Notification  of  Inability  To  Deliver  Requested  MW.  Contracted  Load 
shall  promptly  notify  ISO  if  Contracted  Load  will  not  be  able  to  Deliver  all  or  part  of  the 
Requested  MW  identified  in  the  Dispatch  Notice  for  all  or  any  part  of  the  Requested  Operation 
Period  or  of  the  occurrence  of  a  forced  outage  or  Uncontrollable  Force,  as  set  forth  in  Article  8 
below,  that  would  affect  Contracted  Load's  ability  to  Deliver  all  of  the  Committed  Capacity  from 
the  Contracted  Load  if  a  Dispatch  Notice  is  issued.  Contracted  Load's  delivery  of  such  notice 
shall  not  limit  the  ability  of  ISO  to  issue  Dispatch  Notices,  to  assess  Non-Performance 
Payment  Offsets,  or  to  exercise  any  other  remedies  available  under  this  Agreement. 

5.3  Delivery  Calculation.  The  amount  of  Committed  Capacity  Delivered  by  Contracted  Load 
pursuant  to  any  given  Dispatch  Notice  shall  be  determined  as  follows: 
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The  Average  Demand  ("AD")  of  the  Contracted  Load  in  any  given  hour  "i"  is  calculated 
by  taking  the  average  of  the  MWh  consumed  during  that  particular  hour  for  the 
irrimediately  precedinglO  Business  Days  "k,"  excluding  those  days  for  which  a 
Dispatch  Notice  was  issued,  or 

ADi=(Zk  =  i..ioMWhi,k)/10 

Delivery  or  demand  reduced  ("DR")  during  a  given  hour  T  under  the  Dispatch  Notice  is 
calculated  by  taking  the  difference  between  the  Average  Demand  for  that  hour  and  the 
Total  MWh  consumed  by  the  Contracted  Load  during  that  hour  on  the  Business  Day  for 
which  the  Dispatch  Notice  was  issued,  or 

DRi=ADi- Total  MWh| 


ARTICLE  6 
BILLING  AND  SETTLEMENT 

3.1  Payment.  Subject  to  Section  6.4.  commencing  as  of  June  1 5,  2000  ISO  shall  pay  Contracted 
Load  for  each  Month  during  the  term  of  the  Agreement  a  Monthly  Capacity  Payment  equal  to 
the  Fixed  Price  Amount  less  the  Non-Performance  Payment  Offset  for  the  corresponding 
Month  calculated  in  accordance  with  Section  6.2.  The  Fixed  Price  Amount  for  the  Months  of 
June  2000  and  October  2000  shall  be  one-half  (1/2)  the  Fixed  Price  Amount  for  July  2000, 
August  2000  and  September  2000.  Payments  for  the  Energy  component  of  the  Program  will 
be  settled  pursuant  to  the  ISO  Tariff  provisions  applicable  to  market  Settlements  for  Load 
deviations  at  the  Instructed  Imbalance  Energy  price  corresponding  to  each  BEEP  Interval  for 
which  a  Dispatch  Notice  has  been  issued.  Contracted  Load  shall  not  receive  payment  for 
Delivery  of  capacity  in  excess  of  Committed  Capacity  or  Requested  MW,  except  as  may  be 
due  for  Energy  pursuant  to  the  preceding  sentence. 

6.2  Non-Performance  Payment  Offset.  Contracted  Load  shall  be  assessed  a  Non-Performance 
Payment  Offset  for  any  Month  during  the  term  of  this  Agreement  in  which  it  fails  to  Deliver  on 
average  greater  than  ninety  percent  (90%)  of  the  Requested  MW  for  all  Dispatch  Notices 
issued  in  the  corresponding  Month;  othenwise,  the  Non-Performance  Payment  Offset  for  that 
Month  shall  be  zero.  The  Non-Performance  Payment  Offset  will  be  calculated  as  follows: 

< 
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(a)  If  Contracted  Load  Delivers  on  average  greater  than  seventy-five  percent  (75%)  and 

less  than  or  equal  to  ninety  percent  (90%)  of  the  Requested  MW  for  all  Dispatch 

* 

Notices  issued  in  any  Month  during  the  Peak  Period,  the  Non-Performance  Payment 
Offset  for  that  Month  will  be  equal  to  twenty-five  percent  (25%)  of  the  Monthly  Capacity 
Payment  for  that  Month; 

(b)  If  Contracted  Load  Delivers  on  average  greater  than  fifty  percent  (50%)  and  less  than 
or  equal  to  seventy-five  percent  (75%)  of  the  Requested  MW  for  all  Dispatch  Notices 
issued  in  any  Month  during  the  Peak  Period,  the  Non-Performance  Payment  Offset  for 
that  Month  will  be  equal  to  fifty  percent  (50%)  of  the  Monthly  Capacity  Payment  for  that 
Month; 

(c)  If  Contracted  Load  Delivers  on  average  greater  than  twenty-five  percent  (25%)  and 
less  than  or  equal  to  fifty  percent  (50%)  of  the  Requested  MW  for  all  Dispatch  Notices 
issued  in  any  Month  during  the  Peak  Period,  the  Non-Performance  Payment  Offset  for 
that  Month  will  be  equal  to  seventy-five  percent  (75%)  of  the  Monthly  Capacity 
Payment  for  that  Month;  and 

(d)  If  Contracted  Load  Delivers  on  average  between  zero  percent  (0%)  and  less  than  or 
equal  to  twenty-five  percent  (25%)  of  the  Requested  MW  for  all  Dispatch  Notices 
issued  in  any  Month  during  the  Peak  Period,  the  Non-Performance  Payment  Offset  for  " 
that  Month  will  be  equal  to  one-hundred  percent  (100%)  of  the  Monthly  Capacity 
Payment  for  that  Month. 

Delivery  in  excess  of  the  Requested  MW  for  any  given  Dispatch  Notice  issued  in  a  Month  or 
the  Requested  MW  on  average  for  all  Dispatch  Notices  issued  in  a  Month  shall  not  result  In  a 
Non-Performance  Payment  Offset;  however,  Delivery  of  capacity  in  excess  of  the  Requested 
MW  for  any  given  Dispatch  Notice  issued  in  a  Month  or  the  Requested  MW  on  average  for  all 
Dispatch  Notices  issued  in  a  Month  shall  not  affect  the  Non-Performance  Payment  Offset 
calculation  set  forth  above. 
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6.4  Payment  Condition.  ISO's  obligation  to  make  any  payments  required  under  Section  6.1  is 
expressly  conditioned  on  ISO  receiving  any  and  all  required  regulatory  authorizations  to  bill 
and  receive  payment  for  costs  incurred  by  ISO  under  this  Agreement,  specifically  including  the 
proposed  amendment  to  ISO  Tariff  Sections  2.3.5.1 .8  and  1 1 .2.10. 

6.5  Invoicing.  ISO  shall  Invoice  the  amount  due  Contracted  Load  for  the  Month  under  this  Article 
6  as  part  of  the  Scheduling  Coordinator's  Settlement  Statement  issued  pursuant  to  the  ISO 
Tariff. 

6.6  Payment.  Subject  to  Section  6.4,  ISO  shall  pay  Scheduling  Coordinator  all  Invoiced  amounts 
whether  or  not  disputed  by  Contracted  Load. 

ARTICLE  7 
COSTS 

Operating  and  Maintenance  Costs.  The  Contracted  Load  shall  be  responsible  for  all  its  costs 
incurred  in  meeting  its  obligations  under  this  Agreement  for  the  Committed  Capacity  identified  in 
Schedule  1. 

ARTICLE  8 
UNCONTROLLABLE  FORCES 
Uncontrollable  Forces.  The  provisions  of  Section  1 5  of  the  ISO  Tariff  will  apply  with  respect  to  the 
obligations  arising  under  this  Agreement,  except  that  all  references  in  Section  15  of  the  ISO  Tariff  to 
Market  Participants  shall  be  read  as  references  to  the  Contracted  Load  and  references  to  the  ISO 
Tariff  shall  be  read  as  references  to  this  Agreement. 
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ARTICLE  9 
DISPUTE  RESOLUTION 

Dispute  Resolution.  The  Parties  shall  make  reasonable  efforts  to  settle  all  disputes  arising  out  of  or 
in  connection  with  this  Agreement.  In  the  event  any  dispute  is  not  settled,  the  Parties  shall  adhere  to 
the  ISO  ADR  Procedures  set  forth  in  Section  13  of  the  ISO  Tariff,  which  is  incorporated  by  reference, 
except  that  any  reference  in  Section  13  of  the  ISO  Tariff  to  IVIarket  Participants  shall  be  read  as  a 
reference  to  the  Contracted  Load  and  references  to  the  ISO  Tariff  shall  be  read  as  references  to  this. 
Agreement. 

ARTICLE  10 
LIABILITY 

Liability.  The  provisions  of  Section  14  of  the  ISO  Tariff  will  apply  to  liability  arising  under  this 
Agreement,  except  that  all  references  in  Section  14  of  the  ISO  Tariff  to  Market  Participants  shall  be 
read  as  references  to  Contracted  Load  and  references  to  the  ISO  Tariff  shall  be  read  as  references  to 
this  Agreement. 

ARTICLE  11 
TERMINATION 

Termination.  If  either  Party  shall  fail  to  perform  any  material  obligation  imposed  on  it  by  this 
Agreement  or  an  ISO  audit  of  Contracted  Load  pursuant  to  Section  14.3  of  this  Agreement  confirms 
that  Contracted  Load  would  have  been  unable  to  Deliver  the  Committed  Capacity  in  all  Peak  Hours  in 
any  Month  that  ISO  did  not  issue  a  Dispatch  Instruction  pursuant  to  this  Agreement  and  that  obligatioi 
or  inability  to  Deliver  Committed  Capacity  has  not  been  suspended  due  to  a  Uncontrollable  Force 
pursuant  to  Article  8,  the  other  Party,  at  its  option,  may  terminate  this  Agreement  by  giving  the  Party  ii 
default  notice  setting  out  specifically  the  circumstances  constituting  the  default  and  declaring  its 
intention  to  terminate  this  Agreement.  If  the  Party  receiving  the  notice  disputes  the  notice,  it  shall 
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notify  the  other  Party  within  seven  (7)  days  after  receipt  of  the  notice  setting  out  specifically  the 
grounds  of  such  dispute.  Time  is  of  the  essence  in  remedying  a  default.  If  the  Party  receiving  the 
notice  does  not,  within  ten  (1 0)  days  after  receiving  the  notice,  remedy  the  default  or  refer  the  dispute 
to  ADR,  the  Party  not  in  default  shall  be  entitled  by  a  further  notice  to  terminate  this  Agreement.  The 
Party  not  in  default  shall  have  a  duty  to  mitigate  damages.  Termination  of  this  Agreement  pursuant  to 
this  Article  1 1  shall  be  without  prejudice  to  the  right  of  Contracted  Load  or  ISO  to  collect  any  amounts 
due  to  it  prior  to  the  time  of  termination. 

ARTICLE  12 
REPRESENTATIONS  AND  WARRANTIES 

12.1  Representations  and  Warranties  of  the  Parties.  Each  Party  represents  and  warrants  that 
the  execution,  delivery  and  performance  of  this  Agreement  by  it  has  been  duly  authorized  by 
all  necessary  corporate  actions,  to  the  extent  authorized  by  law. 

1 2.2  Additional  Representations  and  Warranties  of  Contracted  Load.  Contracted  Load 
additionally  represents  and  warrants  to  ISO  as  follows: 

(i)  Contracted  Load  is  not  a  participant  in  any  of  the  UDC  interruptible  and  curtailable 
Load  programs  for  the  Committed  Capacity  under  this  Agreement. 

(ii)  Contracted  Load  is  not  a  participant  in  the  ISO  "Summer  2000  Market  Participating 
Load  Trial  Program"  announced  in  ISO's  e-mail  "Market  Notice"  issued  on  February  29, 
2000  for  the  Committed  Capacity  under  this  Agreement. 

(ill)      Contracted  Load  does  not  have  a  Participating  Load  Agreement  or  Participating 
Generator  Agreement  for  the  Committed  Capacity  under  this  Agreement. 

(iv)      Contracted  Load  does  not  have  a  Generating  Unit  on-site  that  has  a  Participating 

Generator  Agreement  with  ISO  or  is  operating  in  parallel  with  the  ISO  Controlled  Grid. 

(V)      Contracted  Load  has  an  interval  meter  approved  by  the  Local  Regulatory  Authority. 
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(vi)  Contracted  Load  will  under  no  circumstances  Deliver  Committed  Capacity  pursuant  to 
this  Agreement  and,  at  the  same  time,  increase  Demand  at  another  meter  to 
compensate  for  Delivery  of  the  Committed  Capacity. 

(vii)  Contracted  Load  has  all  necessary  leases,  approvals,  permits,  licenses,  easements, 
rights  of  way  or  access  to  install,  own  and/or  operate  its  Load  have  been  or  will  be 
obtained  by  Contracted  Load  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  Agreement. 

(viii)  Contracted  Load  has  entered  into  an  agency  agreement  with  Scheduling  Coordinator 
under  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Existing  Contract  between  Contracted  Load  and 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and  such  agency  agreement  permits  Contracted 
Load  and  ISO  to  fulfill  all  terms  and  conditions  of  this  Agreement  during  the  entire  term 
as  provided  in  Article  2  hereof. 


ARTICLE  13 

SCHEDULING  COORDINATOR  AS  AGENT  FOR  CONTRACTED  LOAD 

Scheduling  Coordinator  as  Agent  for  Contracted  Load.  It  is  expressly  understood  that  Contracted 
Load's  Scheduling  Coordinator  shall  be  Contracted  Load's  exclusive  agent  and  shall  represent 
Contracted  Load  in  all  matters  arising  under  or  related  to  this  Agreement,  including  the  right  to  dispute 
an  Invoice  submitted  by  ISO  under  this  Agreement.  The  rights  of  the  Scheduling  Coordinator  as 
agent  for  Contracted  Load  shall  be  no  greater  than  Contracted  Load's  rights  against  ISO  and  shall  be 
subject  to  the  ADR  provisions  of  this  Agreement.  Either  Contracted  Load  or  the  Scheduling 
Coordinator,  but  not  both,  will  be  entitled  to  enforce  any  claim  arising  from  a  related  set  of  facts,  and 
only  one  such  entity  will  be  a  disputing  party  under  this  Agreement  with  respect  to  any  such  claim  so 
that  ISO  shall  not  be  subject  to  duplicate  claims  or  recoveries.  Contracted  Load  shall  have  the  right  to 
intervene  for  the  purpose  of  participating  in  the  proceeding  even  if  it  is  not  the  disputing  party. 
Contracted  Load  shall  cooperate  with  the  Scheduling  Coordinator  in  a  timely  manner  as  necessary  or 
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appropriate  to  most  fully  effectuate  the  Scheduling  Coordinator  agency  obligations  related  to  such 
enforcement,  including  using  its  best  efforts  to  enforce  ISO's  payment  obligations  if,  as,  and  to  the 
extent,  requested  by  Scheduling  Coordinator.  Subject  to  the  foregoing,  Contracted  Load  shall 
intervene  and  participate  where  procedurally  necessary  to  the  assertion  of  a  claim  by  the  Scheduling 
Coordinator. 

ARTICLE  14 
MISCELLANEOUS 

14.1  Assignments.  Either  Party  may  assign  or  transfer  any  or  all  of  its  rights  and/or  obligations 
under  this  Agreement  with  the  other  Party's  prior  written  consent  in  accordance  with  Section 
17  of  the  ISO  Tariff.  Such  consent  shall  not  be  unreasonably  withheld.  Any  such  transfer  or 
assignment  shall  be  conditioned  upon  the  successor  in  interest  accepting  the  rights  and/or 
obligations  under  this  Agreement  as  if  said  successor  in  interest  was  an  original  Party  to  this 
Agreement. 

14.2  Notices.  Any  notice,  demand,  or  request  which  may  be  given  to  or  made  upon  either  Party 
regarding  this  Agreement  shall  be  made  in  accordance  with  Section  20.1  of  the  ISO  Tariff.  A 
Party  must  update  the  information  in  Schedule  2  of  this  Agreement  as  information  changes. 
Such  changes  shall  not  constitute  an  amendment  to  this  Agreement. 

14.3  Audits.  The  provisions  of  Section  10.5  of  the  ISO  Tariff  apply  to  Contracted  Load,  except  that 
all  references  in  Section  10.5  of  the  ISO  Tariff  to  ISO  Metered  Entities  shall  be  read  as 
references  to  Contracted  Load  and  references  to  the  ISO  Tariff  shall  be  read  as  references  to 
this  Agreement. 

1 4.4  Waivers.  Any  waivers  at  any  time  by  either  Party  of  Its  rights  with  respect  to  any  default  under 
this  Agreement,  or  with  respect  to  any  other  matter  arising  in  connection  with  this  Agreement, 
shall  not  constitute  or  be  deemed  a  waiver  with  respect  to  any  subsequent  default  or  other 
matter  arising  in  connection  with  this  Agreement.  Any  delay,  short  of  the  statutory  period  of 

15 

DRAr2.0600 


Demand  Relef  Agreement 


limitations,  in  asserting  or  enforcing  any  right  under  this  Agreement  shall  not  constitute  or  be 
deemed  a  waiver  of  such  right. 

14.5  Confidentiality.  All  documents,  data  and  information  provided  by  the  Parties  to  one  another 
pursuant  to  this  Agreement  shall  be  treated  in  accordance  with  the  confidentiality  provisions 
specified  in  Section  20.3  of  the  ISO  Tariff. 

14.6  Governing  Law  and  Forum.  This  Agreement  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  contract  made  under, 
and  for  all  purposes  shall  be  govemed  by  and  construed  in  accordance  with,  the  laws  of  the 
State  of  California,  except  its  conflict  of  law  provisions.  The  Parties  irrevocably  consent  that 
any  legal  action  or  proceeding  arising  under  or  relating  to  this  Agreement  to  which  the  ISO 
ADR  Procedures  do  not  apply,  shall  be  brought  in  any  of  the  following  forums,  as  appropriate: 
any  court  of  the  State  of  California,  any  federal  court  of  the  United  States  of  America  located  in 
the  State  of  California,  or,  where  subject  to  its  jurisdiction,  before  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission. 

14.7  Consistency  with  Federal  Laws  and  Regulations.  This  Agreement  shall  incorporate  by 
reference  Section  20.8  of  the  ISO  Tariff  as  if  the  references  to  the  ISO  Tariff  were  referring  to 
this  Agreement. 

14.8  Merger.  This  Agreement  constitutes  the  complete  and  final  agreement  of  the  Parties  with 
respect  to  the  subject  matter  hereto  and  supersedes  all  prior  agreements,  whether  written  or 
oral,  with  respect  to  such  subject  matter. 

14.9  Severability.  If  any  term,  covenant,  or  condition  of  this  Agreement  or  the  application  or  effect 
of  any  such  term,  covenant,  or  condition  is  held  invalid  as  to  any  person,  entity,  or 
circumstance,  or  is  determined  to  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unlawful,  imprudent,  or  othenwise 
not  in  the  public  interest  by  any  court  or  govemment  agency  of  competent  jurisdiction,  then 
such  term,  covenant,  or  condition  shall  remain  in  force  and  effect  to  the  maximum  extent 
permitted  by  law,  and  all  other  terms,  covenants,  and  conditions  of  this  Agreement  and  their 
application  shall  not  be  affected  thereby,  but  shall  remain  in  force  and  effect  and  the  Parties 
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shall  be  relieved  of  their  obligations  only  to  the  extent  necessary  to  eliminate  such  regulatory 

or  other  determination  unless  a  court  or  governmental  agency  of  competent  jurisdiction  holds 

that  such  provisions  are  not  separable  from  all  other  provisions  of  this  Agreement. 

14.10  Beneficiaries.  Except  as  is  specifically  set  forth  in  this  Agreement,  nothing  in  this  Agreement, 
whether  express  or  implied,  confers  any  rights  or  remedies  under,  or  by  reason  of,  this 
Agreement  on  any  persons  other  than  the  Parties  and  their  respective  successors  and 
assigns,  nor  is  anything  in  this  Agreement  intended  to  relieve  or  discharge  the  obligations  or 
liability  of  any  third  party,  nor  give  any  third  person  any  rights  of  subrogation  or  action  against 
any  Party. 

14.11  Section  Headings:  Section  headings  provided  in  this  Agreement  are  for  ease  of  reading  and 
are  not  meant  to  interpret  the  text  in  each  Section. 

14.12  Amendments.  This  Agreement  and  the  Schedules  attached  hereto  may  be  amended  from 
time  to  time  by  the  mutual  agreement  of  the  Parties  in  writing.  Nothing  contained  herein  shall 
be  construed  as  affecting  in  any  way  the  right  of  the  ISO  to  unilaterally  make  application  to  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission  for  a  change  in  the  rates,  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
ISO  Tariff  under  section  205  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  pursuant  to  the  Commission's 
Rules  and  Regulations  promulgated  thereunder. 

14.13  Counterparts.  This  Agreement  may  be  executed  in  one  or  more  counterparts  at  different 
times,  each  of  which  shall  be  regarded  as  an  original  and  all  of  which,  taken  together,  shall 
constitute  one  and  the  same  Agreement. 
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IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  this  Agreement  has  been  executed  as  of  the  date  first  above 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


By:_ 

Name:  John  Mtjlano  -Thj//  ama. 

Title:     General  Manager 

Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Date:   


CALIFORNIA  INDEPENDENT  SYSTEM 
OPERATOR  CORPORATION 


Name:  William  ^Regan,  Jr. 

Title:     Chief  Financial  Officer  and  Treasurer 

Date:    June  13,2000 
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SCHEDULE  1 

COMMITTED  CAPACITY 
AND 

FIXED  PRICE  AMOUNT 


Committed  Capacity:  13MW 


Fixed  Price  Amount:  $104,000/MW-Montii 
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SCHEDULE  2 
NOTICES 


Contracted  Load 

Name  of  Primary 

Representative:  Maria  A.  Jurosek 

Titie:  Manager  of  Retail  Sen/ices,  Hetcfi  Hetcliy  Water  and  Power 

Pubiic  Utilities  Commission,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Address:  1 1 55  Marl<et  Street,  Fourth  Floor 

City/State/Zip  Code:  San  Francisco,  CA  94103 

Email  Address:  mjurosek@puc.sf.ca.us 

Phone:  (415)554-3131 

Fax  No:  (415)554-0796 


Name  of  Alternative 

Representative:  Cal  Broomhead 

Title:  Project  Manager,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 

Public  Utilities  Commission,  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

Address:  1 1 55  Market  Street,  Fourth  Floor 

City/State/Zip  Code:  San  Francisco,  California  94103 

Email  Address:  cbroomhe@puc.sf.ca.us 

Phone:  (415)554-3186 

Fax  No:  (415)554-3181 
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Name  of  Primary 
Representative: 
Title: 
Address: 

City/State/Zip  Code: 
Email  Address: 
Phone: 
Fax  No: 


Byron  Woertz 
Director,  Client  Relations 
151  Blue  Ravine  Road 
Folsom,  CA  95630 
bwoertz  @  caiso.com 
(916)  608-7066 
(916)  608-7074 


Name  of  Alternative 

Representative: 

Title: 

Address: 

City/State/Zip  Code: 
Email  Address: 
Phone: 
Fax  No: 


Deborah  A.  Le  Vine 

Director  of  Contracts  &  Compliance 

151  Blue  Ravine  Road 

Folsom,  CA  95630 

dlevine@caiso.com 

(916)  351-2247 

(916)  351-2487 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0185 


WHEREAS,  Commission  Resolution  No.  00-0101  adopted  on  April  11,  2000 
authorized  advertisement  for  bids  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 
WD-2316,  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant  Improvements  Project  Phase  1;  and 

WHEREAS,  bids  were  advertised  and  one  bid  was  received  on  July  6,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  five  addenda  were  distributed  to  the  list  of  plan  holders;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  reviewed  the  one  bid  received  and  decided  to  reject  the 
bid  due  to  the  non-competitive  nature  of  the  bid  process,  (i.e.  one  sole  bid  was  received) 
and  its  high  bid  price,  approximately  50  percent  more  than  the  current  Engineer's 
Estimate  ($39,452,000);  and 

WHEREAS,  conversations  with  multiple  contractors  indicate  that  if  the  project  is 
re-advertised  and  bids  are  accepted  in  late  August  or  the  middle  of  September,  the 
SFPUC  should  receive  multiple  bids;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  has  been  revised  upward  to  $39,452,000  to 
incorporate  site  security  upgrades,  design  additions,  and  to  reflect  the  bid  climate;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from  CUW186 
-  SVWTP  Improvement  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  18%  MBE  and  5%  WBE  participation 
have  been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance 
Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  the  project  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under 
the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  rejects  the  sole  bid  for  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2316,  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant 
Improvements  Project  Phase  1,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager 
to  re-advertise  the  contract  as  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2316R, 
Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant  Improvements  Project  Phase  1,  to  receive  and 
evaluate  bids  for  said  contract,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation 
for  award 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   J  U  L  2  5  2QQQ  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0186 


WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  has  implemented  a  continuing  Capital  Improvement  Program  to 
upgrade  and  replace  inadequate  facilities  to  minimize  interruption  to  water  service  and  to  reduce 
private  property  damage;  and 

WHEREAS,  final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2323,  Meter  and  Valve  Testing/Calibration  Facility  and 
Associated  Improvements,  to  provide  the  Water  Department  with  the  ability  to  re-calibrate  and 
test  larger  meters  more  readily  and  support  the  meter  replacement  revenue  program  initiated  by 
the  SFPUC  ;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $993,950;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  project  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from 
SFPUC  FYOO-01  Capital  Improvement  Program  budget,  Project  CUW664  -  Meter  and  Valve 
Testing/Calibration  Facility  and  Associated  Improvements;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  16%  MBE  and  4%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  Contract  No.  WD-2323,  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under 
the  State  Guidelines  implementing  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be 
it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2323, 
Meter  and  Valve  Testing/Calibration  Facility  and  Associated  Improvements,  to  receive  and 
evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  JUL  2  5  2000 


Secretary,  f/ufblic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0187 


WHEREAS,  the  Water  Department  has  developed  a  continuing  Capital  Improvement 
Program  to  upgrade  and  replace  inadequate  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  February  26,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $1,250,100;  and 

WHEREAS,  five  (5)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  April  6,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  project  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from 
Project(s)  CU  W64 1  -  Vehicle  Service  Facilities  Equipment  Replacement  and  Upgrade  ($1,1 00,000), 
and  CUW659  -  Security  Upgrades  for  SFWD  Facilities  ($289,000);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  goals  of  14%  MBE  and  4%  WBE  participation  have  been  established  for 
this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Plarming  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  Contract  No.  WD-2166R  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under 
the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now.  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2166R,  CDD  Safety  &  Environmental  Hazard  Abatement,  in  the 
amount  of  $1,389,000  to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible  bidder,  Schram  Construction,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  BubJjc  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of     JUL  ^  5  ZUOQ  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0188 


WHEREAS,  on  April  1 1, 2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0103,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  HH-886, 
Lining  Moccasin  Grizzly  Creek,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $1,030,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  Project  CUH928  -  Grizzly  Creek  Canal  Upgrade;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  April  1 5,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  4  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  25,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Proven  Management,  Inc.  was  determined  as  the  lowest,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracfing  goals  of  1 5%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  participafion  have  been 
established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned 
to  the  SFPUC,  and  Proven  Management,  Inc.,  is  committed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  that  Contract  No.  HH-886  is  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  Contract  No.  HH-886,  Lining  Moccasin  Grizzly  Creek,  in  the  amount  of  $889,075  to  the 
lowest,  responsive  and  responsible  bidder.  Proven  Management,  Inc. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  JUL  ^  5  2000  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0189 


WHEREAS,  on  May  25,  1999,  per  Resolution  No.  99-0146,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  Contract  No.  WP-16,  Cherry  Power  Tunnel  Rock  Trap  Rehabilitation,  and 
authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to  empty  the  rock  trap  in  the  tunnel  before  it  fails 
and  endangers  the  Holm  Powerhouse  downstream,  and 

WHEREAS,  bids  were  advertised  and  received  on  July  15,  1999;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  reviewed  the  bids  and  decided  to  recommend  rejection 
of  all  bids  because  of  discrepancies  in  the  HRC  subcontracting  participation  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  March  14,  2000.  per  Resolufion  No.  00-0080,  the  Commission 
approved  and  authorized  the  rejection  of  all  bids  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power 
Contract  No.  WP-16,  Cherry  Power  Tunnel  Rock  Trap  Rehabilitation,  and  authorized  the 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  readvertise  the  contract  as  Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  WP-16R.  Cherry  Power  Tunnel  Rock  Trap  Rehabilitation; 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is 
$600,000.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  Project  CUH901  -  Cherry  Eleanor  Tunnel 
Upgrade  ($601,915.00)  and  Project  CUH767  -  Power  Transformer  Addifions 
($260,000.00)  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  May  20,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  two  bids  were  received  and  publicly  opened  on  June  22,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Mitchell 
Engineering  as  the  lowest,  responsive  and  responsible  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  an  HRC  combined  subcontracting  goal  of  18%  MBE/WBE 
participation  has  been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract 
Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  Mitchell  Engineering  is 
committed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Plarming  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  WP-16R  to  be  categorically 
exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  and  the  United  States 
Forest  Service  have  given  their  approval  for  the  work;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  award  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
and  Power  Contract  No.  WP-16R,  Cherry  Power  Tunnel  Rock  Trap  Rehabilitation,  in  the 
amount  of  $776,000.00,  to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible  bidder,  Mitchell 
Engineering. 

RESOLVED,  Authorize  the  transfer  of  funds  in  the  amount  of  $260,000  from  Project 
CUH767  -  Power  Transformer  Additions  to  fund  the  construction  of  WP-16R. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 


Commission  at  its  meeting  of 


.Mil  2  5?nnn 


Seen 


ary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0190 


WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  a  growing  capital 
improvement  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  must  raise  funds  from  the  capital  markets  through  the  issuance 
of  commercial  paper,  revenue  bonds,  revolving  fiind  loans  and  other  means;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  is  managing  an  on-going  commercial  paper  program  to  finance 
water  system  capital  improvements;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  will  need  to  review  and  implement  extensive  financing 
programs  over  the  next  four  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  senior  SFPUC  staff  is  currently  developing  an  integrated  Capital 
Improvement  Program  and  Long-Range  Financial  Plan  for  review  and  approval  by  the 
Commission  later  this  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  requires  the  assistance  of  financial  advisory  services;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  Utilities 
to  advertise  for  proposals  for  financial  advisory  services,  to  receive  and  evaluate  proposals,  and 
to  return  to  the  commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   JUL  2  H  2000  


cretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  OQ-QIQI  


RESOLVED.  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of  tlie  Public 
Utilities  Commission,  and  the  City  Attorney,  this  Commission  hereby  recommends  that 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  resolve  and  settle  the  claim  listed  below  on  the  terms  specified 
below. 

Case  Name  Case  Number  Amount 

CRAIG  BANKS  S/C  994- 1 1 5  $97,000  in  backpay  and 

$28,000  in  Attorney's  fees 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  JUL  2  5  2000 


Secr^ary ,    Public  Utilities  Commssion 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Resolution  No.  00-0192 


RESOLVED,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  the  City  Attorney,  this 
Commission  hereby  recommends  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  resolve 
and  settle  the  claims  listed  below  on  the  term  specified  below. 


:ase  Name  Case  Number  Amount 


HERTZ  EQUIPMENT  RENTAL        99W5038-1  $48,716.50 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of    JUL  2  5  2000 


Secretary,   Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Resolution  No.  00-0193 


RESOLVED,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  the  City  Attorney,  this 
Commission  hereby  recommends  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  resolve 
and  settle  the  claims  listed  below  on  the  term  specified  below. 

Case  Name  Case  Number  Amount 


TERRY  DOWD  97W0147-1  $13,603.45 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
at  its  meeting  of   J(JL  ^  5  2000  


Secretary,   Public  Utilities  Commission 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1.  Call  to  Order:         1:45  P.M. 

2.  Roll  Call:  Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Vice  President 

Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  Frank  L.  Cook, 
Commissioner  Ann  IVIoller  Caen,  Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  June  1 3,  2000;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

4.  Communications 

No  action  was  taken. 

5.  Introduction  of  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 

President  Dennis  Normandy  welcomed  PUC  General  Manager  John  Mullane  back 
to  the  PUC  after  his  absence  due  to  heart  surgery.  He  also  thanked  Larry  Klein, 
Assistant  General  Manager  for  Operations,  for  managing  the  PUC  so  ably  in  Mr. 
Mullane's  absence. 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 

President  Normandy  asked  the  General  Manager  for  a  report  on  the  effect  of 
current  gasoline  prices  on  both  PUC  operations  and  PUC's  operating  budget. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

John  P.  Mullane,  PUC  General  Manager,  requested  continuance  of  Item  11  to  the 
August  22,  2000  meeting  as  staff  of  the  PUC  and  Municipal  Railway  were  trying  to 
resolve  the  issue  of  hazardous  materials. 

He  stated  that  the  scheduled  closed  session  would  not  go  forward  as  staff  had 
nothing  to  report  on  Item  Nos.  26  and  28.   Item  27  had  to  be  removed  from  the 
agenda  as  it  was  not  a  PUC  item  and  concerns  the  Department  of  Public  Works. 

Mr.  Mullane  introduced  Therese  Madden  as  the  Interim  PUC  Personnel  Manager ' 
following  the  resignation  of  Dorothy  Bowman. 

Before  introducing  Joe  Naras  to  speak  on  the  Right  of  Way  Policy,  Mr.  Mullane 
remarked  that  the  presentation  would  show  the  need  for  a  strong  policy  given  what 
had  been  happening  on  the  PUC  rights-of-way  over  the  years. 
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Policy  for  Encroachment  on  Pipeline  Right-of-Way. 

Joseph  Naras,  Watershed  Resource  Manager,  gave  a  presentation  on 
encroachment  on  pipeline  rights-of-way.  A  policy  was  adopted  by  the 
Commission  in  1999  and  was  part  of  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management's 
operating  manual.  Because  the  encroachments  on  the  rights-of-way  are 
sizable,  the  Commission  had  stressed  the  need  for  an  intensive 
encroachment  program.  Those  encroachments  that  pose  the  most  threat  to 
the  pipeline  safety  and  those  encroachments  most  easily  removed  are  to  be 
addressed  first.  Mr.  Naras  showed  slides  depicting  debris  left  on  the  rights- 
of-way  and  structures  placed  on  the  right  of  way.  Notification  would  be  sent 
to  the  responsible  party  and  if  no  action  were  taken  then  the  matter  would  be 
referred  to  the  City  Attorney's  office.  If  the  encroachment  is  high  risk  or  easily 
removed,  then  the  PUC  may  chose  to  remove  it.  PUC  is  making  every  effort 
to  apply  the  policy  consistently.  A  public  outreach  program  is  being 
developed,  including  letters,  door  hangers.  Question  &  Answer  Sheets,  and  a 
fact  sheet  of  the  policy.  The  website  would  also  be  updated.  Plans  are  in  the 
works  to  conduct  public  meetings,  and  if  necessary,  media  outreach.  Joe 
Naras  showed  slides  of  encroachments  in  the  Fair  Oaks  area  in  San  Mateo 
County.  He  stated  that  difficult  cases  might  be  brought  to  the  Commission. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  a  policy  was  much  needed.  Due  to  SFPUC's 
plans  to  seismically  retrofit  our  system  within  the  next  10  to  15  years,  this  is  a 
major  step.  He  directed  staff  to  expand  the  public  outreach  process  in  an 
effort  to  prevent  the  PUC  being  painted  as  the  "bad  guy"  by  tenants  and 
politicians. 

Vice  President  Makras  suggested  that  BAWUA  members  should  sign  onto  the 
program  to  create  a  true  partnership  and  support  to  the  PUC.  He  also  felt 
that  we  do  not  need  such  an  aggressive  outreach  program  but  simply  contact 
the  encroacher  and  tell  him/her  in  a  polite  way  that  the  encroachment  must  be 
removed.  If  it  was  a  difficult  case,  it  could  be  brought  to  the  Commission.  He 
emphasized  the  need  for  an  exit  program  otherwise  lawyers  would  be  brought 
in  saying  that  we  knew  about  an  encroachment  as  it  was  brought  up  in  a 
public  meeting;  therefore,  the  encroacher  gets  to  keep  it  because  the  PUC 
knew  about  it. 

President  Normandy  clarified  his  remarks  regarding  public  outreach  stating  he 
wished  to  provide  the  context  of  Commission  action,  which  was  to  protect  our 
property  and  the  general  public.  Rather  than  using  this  as  a  cudgel,  we  need 
to  impart  that  there  is  a  greater  good  involved. 

Cheryl  Davis  stated  that  public  meetings  were  not  needed  for  a  general  ^ 
blanket  program  but  in  specific  instances,  such  as  the  Fair  Oaks  District 
where  the  encroachments  are  prevalent,  a  public  outreach  was  essential.  The 
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Division  would  calibrate  its  efforts  to  the  specific  situation.  Regarding  the 
suburban  customers,  we  have  quarterly  meetings,  and  plan  to  give  this 
presentation  to  the  customers  at  this  upcoming  meeting.  She  also  suggested 
that  BAWUA  provide  support  to  PUC  in  carrying  out  the  program. 

Vice  President  Makras  wanted  a  firmer  commitment  in  that  he  wished  the  , 
suburban  agencies  to  be  on  the  record. 

President  Normandy  concurred  with  Vice  President  Makras  and  stressed  the 
need  for  access.  He  felt  that  tenants  rights  and  squatters  rights  groups  could 
paint  us  as  the  "bad  guys"  if  we  do  not  provide  the  context. 

Commissioner  Cook  stressed  that  the  record  show  that  there  are  permanent 
structures  involved.  The  encroachers  should  at  least  be  leasing  the  property, 
and  they  are  not  even  seeking  permission  to  place  the  structures  on  our  right- 
of-way.  He  spoke  about  dumping  of  possible  hazardous  materials  into  the 
PUC  property. 

Regulatory  Negotiations 

Steve  Leonard  reported  that  EPA  future  regulations  would  not  require  us  to 
filter  Hetch  Hetchy  Water.  He  gave  some  history  starting  in  1991  when  the 
State  Department  of  Health  had  required  the  SFPUC  to  filter  and  in  1993  we 
received  a  filtration  avoidance  designation.  Since  then,  we  have  pursued  an 
integrated  strategy  for  filtration  avoidance.  During  the  '90s,  Hetchy  water  had 
a  series  of  problems  caused  by  birds,  fires,  floods,  bacteria,  and  turbidity. 
The  public  also  had  an  increasing  awareness  of  water  quality. 
Cryptosporidium  was  a  front-page  story  and  utilities  were  made  to  inform  the 
public  of  the  make-up  of  their  drinking  water.  SFPUC  did  various 
improvements  to  operation  and  water  protection  and  chloramination  is  being 
planned.  We  have  been  in  the  forefront  of  public  disclosure  and  the 
regulatory  process.  We  formed  a  coalition  with  a  number  of  other  water 
utilities  to  sit  down  with  EPA.  FACA  (the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act), 
allows  certain  regulations  to  be  negotiated.  We  have  seen  no  change  in 
filtration  avoidance  and  none  is  anticipated  in  the  next  round  of  talks.  The 
consensus  was  to  retain  the  current  filtration  avoidance  but  to  add 
disinfection,  which  will  reduce  Cryptosporidium.  This  results  in  letting  us  at 
the  PUC  know  where  we  are  for  the  next  decade  and  allows  us  to  plan  our 
capital  facilities  with  this  in  mind.  New  disinfection  processes  are  probably 
within  the  $30  million  to  $80  million  (soft  numbers)  but  it  is  clear  that  we  will 
not  have  to  put  in  something  like  Sunol  II  at  a  cost  of  $700  million. 

Commissioner  Caen  inquired  as  to  when  this  would  be  reviewed  again  and 
what  would  happen  to  other  utilities.  Mr.  Leonard  stated  that  EPA  had  shown= 
schedules  for  a  Phase  III  rule  but  he  thinks  that  everyone  is  weary  and  that 
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they  would  perhaps  start  in  2005  but  it  would  take  several  years.  He 
explained  that  the  other  utilities  were  all  covered  by  the  same  rule. 

Commissioner  Caen  congratulated  Steve  Leonard  on  his  accomplishment. 

Vice  President  Makras  wanted  to  thank  staff  but  also  thank  the  Commission. 
Back  in  1991  General  Manager  Tom  Elzey  brought  an  item  to  the 
Commission  to  approve  filtration  but  the  Commission  was  steadfast  and  said 
they  did  not  want  to  do  it.  The  Commission  was  threatened  with  a  $25,000  a 
day  penalty  by  the  Federal  Government  if  we  did  not  build  a  filtration  plant.  At 
the  Commission's  request,  staff  set  off  on  a  course  to  sell  the  Commission's 
goal  and  was  successful.  The  Commission  has  routinely  passed  the 
necessary  projects  to  adhere  to  the  avoidance  with  staff  support  and 
professionalism,  and  our  goal  was  higher  water  quality  throughout  the 
process.  Vice  President  Makras  stated  that  we  have  a  good  check  and 
balance  in  place.  He  thanked  Mr.  Leonard  and  staff  for  their  efforts. 

8.  Public  Comments 

There  were  no  public  comments. 

REGULAR  BUSINESS 

9.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  SFPUC  Commercial  Paper  Program. 

Staff  Authorize  the  increase  of  the  commercial  paper  program 

Recommendation:         to  $250  million  subject  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors' 

approval;  and  approve  amendments  to  existing  financing 

documents. 

Mr.  Berry  said  the  purpose  of  the  agenda  item  was  expansion  of  the  SFPUC's 
Commercial  Paper  program  from  $150  million  to  $250  million.  This  would  provide 
adequate  financing  for  the  $226  million  capital  appropriations  for  FY  2000  and  FY 
2001.  The  SFPUC  issued  $20  million  of  CP  in  July  1999,  and  currently  has  $24 
million  outstanding.  The  current  CP  limit  of  $150  million  permits  financing 
approximately  $137  million  in  capital  costs  (after  allowing  for  reserves),  leaving  an 
$89  million  shortfall  in  funding.  To  eliminate  this  shortfall,  the  SFPUC  can  issue 
Water  Revenue  Bonds  or,  as  recommended,  increase  the  maximum  amount  of  CP 
authorized  to  be  outstanding. 

President  Normandy  asked  Mr.  Berry  to  address  how  the  use  of  Commercial  Paper 
has  served  this  agency  to  date  and  does  the  track  record  support  increasing 
broader  use  of  Commercial  paper  as  recommended.  Mr.  Berry  said  SFPUC  costs  _ 
with  CP  over  the  last  year  were  $181,000  compared  to  approximately  $1.5  million  '' 
had  the  SFPUC  issued  bonds.  Given  the  pace  of  capital  spending,  bond  proceeds 
would  also  have  been  subject  to  rebate  to  the  IRS.  However,  while  the  SFPUC 


00-255 


August  8,  2000 


continues  to  save  money  as  a  result  of  CP,  it  is  subject  to  the  risk  tliat  the  interest 
rate  on  Bonds  the  Commission  issues  to  retire  Commercial  Paper  may  be  higher 
than  the  interest  rate  on  Bonds  the  SFPUC  might  have  issued  as  early  as  a  year 
ago.  For  example,  the  true  interest  cost  on  Bonds  the  SFPUC  might  have  issued  in 
1999  would  have  been  approximately  5.6  percent,  compared  to  5.85  percent  on 
bonds  issued  today.  Mr.  Berry  said  this  risk  is  manageable  through  refinancing  and 
also  issuance  of  variable  rate  bonds.  Given  the  pace  of  capital  spending  and  the 
savings  from  use  of  Commercial  Paper,  he  believed  the  SFPUC  clearly  benefits 
from  this  program  and  will  benefit  from  the  proposed  expansion. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  why  this  agenda  item  has  to  be  done  now.  Mr.  Berry 
responded  that  the  $89  million  shortfall  leaves  that  amount  of  capital  spending  on 
reserve.  The  SFPUC  cannot  spend  or  encumber  funds  without  having  Bond 
proceeds  or,  thanks  to  an  agreement  with  the  Controller,  having  CP  issuance 
authority  sufficient  to  cover  all  costs.  The  SFPUC  would  need  to  issue  Bonds  or 
expand  the  program  by  the  end  of  the  year,  given  the  increasing  pace  of  spending 
and  contract  approvals.  Since  either  approach  takes  time,  it  would  be  desirable  for 
the  Commission  to  approve  a  course  of  action  at  this  time. 

Vice  President  Makras  asked  Mr.  Berry  if  we  have  purchased  any  interest  rate 
caps.  Mr.  Berry  said  we  have  not.  Vice  President  Makras  then  asked  for  pros  and 
cons  as  to  why  we  have  not  purchased  them.  Mr.  Berry  explained  that  interest  rate 
caps  effectively  limit  the  increase  in  interest  rates  on  variable  rate  debt,  in 
exchange  for  a  fee.  He  said  they  are  appropriate  for  sizable  variable  rate  bond 
programs  in  a  volatile  interest  rate  environment,  depending  on  fee  levels,  and  that 
Interest  rate  caps  are  not  appropriate  for  use  in  connection  with  a  commercial 
paper  program  being  used  to  finance  construction  costs  as  is  the  case  with  the 
SFPUC  commercial  paper  program.  Vice  President  Makras  asked  Mr.  Berry  if  he 
believed  he  would  come  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  on  interest 
rate  caps  or  did  he  believe  that  to  be  a  staff  determination.  Mr.  Berry  replied  that 
the  use  of  caps  would  be  a  policy  decision  for  the  Commission  since  Commission 
approval  would  be  required.  However,  a  recommendation  for  use  of  caps  would 
normally  come  from  staff  or  our  financial  advisors.  In  this  case,  we  believe  interest 
rate  caps  are  not  appropriate  so  it  is  not  likely  staff  would  recommend  them  to  the 
Commission. 

Commissioner  Makras  then  discussed  interest  rate  caps  in  the  context  of  an  exit 
plan  in  case  interest  rates  increase.  Mr.  Berry  agreed  that  it  would  be  useful  to 
have  a  Commission  policy  in  this  area  and  also  repeated  his  recommendation  that 
the  Commission  establish  a  Finance  Committee  that  would  meet  periodically  to 
review  financial  performance,  establish  and  monitor  financial  policies  and  work  with 
staff  on  new  financing  programs  as  needed. 

President  Normandy  agreed  with  Vice  President  Makras  that  staff  pursue  the 
possibility  of  coming  back  to  the  Commission  with  certain  parameters  to  address 
this  area  and  then  invited  comments  from  the  Commission  regarding  the  issue  of 
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whether  the  Commission  should  approve  the  pending  request  to  increase  the  size 
of  the  Commercial  Paper  program.  Commissioner  Caen  moved  the  item,  and  Vice 
President  Makras  seconded  it  for  discussion  purposes.  Vice  President  Makras 
spoke  of  his  continuing  reservations  about  the  program.  He  said  that  because 
capital  programs  are  moving  slowly,  the  Commercial  Paper  program  is  to  our 
advantage.  However,  he  also  said  there  are  risks  involved  and  the  Commission 
should  establish  a  policy  with  regard  to  how  the  financing  program  is  managed. 

President  Normandy  said  he  is  in  favor  of  expansion  of  the  Commercial  Paper 
program,  but  that  he  had  a  specific  problem  with  the  way  the  agenda  item  has 
been  presented  to  the  Commission  and  its  ramifications  when  presented  further  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors.  He  said  the  agenda  item  is  competent  technically, 
procedurally  and  mechanically,  but  that  it  does  not  provide  sufficient  context  by 
showing  how  the  program  has  benefited  the  Commission  and  will  continue  to  do  so 
given  the  track  record.  He  suggested  allowing  a  little  more  time  to  construct  this 
proposal  in  a  stronger  fashion  so  that  it  will  pass  muster  with  Legislative  Analyst 
Harvey  Rose,  the  Finance  and  Labor  Committee  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

The  Commission  discussed  whether  to  continue  the  item.  Commissioner  Cook 
suggested  it  would  be  beneficial  if  a  Finance  Committee  was  formed  at  the 
direction  of  the  President,  saying  "in  this  way,  when  we  come  back  and  have  an 
ongoing  session  regarding  financing,  we  can  have  the  structure  and  have  these 
questions  addressed  in  advance." 

Commissioner  Caen  said  it  had  been  stated  that  the  agenda  item  is  not  complete 
enough,  and  asked  Vice  President  Makras  and  President  Normandy  to  give 
direction  on  what  they  would  want  to  see  in  the  item.  Vice  President  Makras  said 
the  item  should  define  the  program's  risks  so  the  Commission  can  sign  on  to  the 
amount  of  risk  it  is  willing  to  take.  He  said  that  if  there  are  parts  of  a  commercial 
paper  program  that  have  policy  decision  issues,  like  interest  rate  caps,  those 
should  be  brought  to  the  Commission  in  a  calendar  item  with  staffs 
recommendation  that  the  Commission  take  parts  of  the  program  or  decline  parts  of 
the  program.  He  said  that  would  provide  a  full  and  complete  analysis  of  the 
program  and  the  costs  and  ramifications  associated  with  it.  President  Normandy 
said  the  item  is  missing  context  and  track  record  as  to  the  use  of  Commercial 
Paper  up  to  this  point  within  the  PUC  as  part  of  the  pros  and  cons  of  the  resolution. 
He  said  he  would  like  to  see  a  very  well  articulated  exit  strategy  should  the 
Commission  decide  at  some  time  interest  rates  are  going  to  be  at  a  point  of 
diminishing  returns.  He  said  that  while  he  would  like  to  see  the  item  beefed  up,  the 
Commission  could  still  go  ahead  and  pass  the  item  in  its  current  form. 

Commissioner  Caen  withdrew  the  pending  motion,  and  Vice  President  Makras 
withdrew  his  second.  Commissioner  Caen  then  moved  that  the  item  be  continued 
to  the  Call  of  the  Chair.  The  motion  passed  unanimously. 
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Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to  continue 
Item  9  to  the  call  of  the  Chair;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  development  of  the  Vista  Grande 
Stormwater  Diversion  Project. 

Michael  Carlin,  Water  Resource  and  Planning  Manager,  presented  the  item  for 
approval  of  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  between  SFPUC,  Daly  City 
and  San  Mateo  County  in  an  attempt  to  treat  and  divert  stormwater  from  Vista 
Grande  Canal  to  Lake  Merced.  The  purpose  of  the  MOU  was  to  develop  a 
conceptual  engineering  report  completed  by  December  15.  He  showed  slides  of 
Lake  Merced  and  environs.  The  idea  was  to  open  up  the  conduit  under  the 
roadway  to  get  water  into  Lake  Merced.  The  need  for  conceptual  engineering 
surfaced  when  staff  discovered  that  the  conduit  was  inverted  the  wrong  way  -  it 
was  actually  to  drain  Lake  Merced  when  it  was  a  reservoir.  Mr.  Carlin  stated  that 
we  would  also  be  entering  into  environmental  review  on  all  the  activities  at  Lake 
Merced  and  a  full-scale  engineering.  This  is  just  a  pilot  project  to  look  at  other 
ways  of  getting  more  water  into  the  Lake.  SFPUC's  share  of  cost  is  $40,000. 

Vice  President  Makras  asked  who  the  main  beneficiary  was  of  this  project.  Michael 
Carlin  replied  that  there  were  three  beneficiaries:  City  of  Daly  City,  unincorporated 
parts  of  San  Mateo  and  San  Francisco  (Lake  Merced).  Initially  all  three  benefit 
equally.  In  the  long  term,  the  benefits  will  shift  with  Daly  City  and  North  San  Mateo 
County  benefiting  more.  This  is  when  we  start  negotiating  for  cost  sharing  based 
on  who  benefits  more.  Vice  President  Makras  was  concerned  that  others  would 
benefit  the  most  and  the  allocation  would  be  used  as  a  benchmark  to  pay  for 
everything  further.  He  realized  it  was  just  a  study  but  if  others  are  benefiting  and 
we  are  the  lead  agency,  we  should  look  carefully  at  this  40-40-20  as  to  it  being  the 
right  allocation.  Mr.  Carlin  stated  that  there  was  no  commitment  that  this  would  be 
the  allocation  for  the  future  but  the  MOU  would  start  a  precedent  of  working 
cooperatively  together. 

Vice  President  Makras  just  wanted  things  to  be  clear.  He  stated  that  if  you  start 
with  a  40-40-20,  that  might  be  how  the  cost  share  of  construction  is  formulated  and 
that  the  benefit  would  be  to  others.  He  wondered  why  we  should  pay  so  much  for 
the  initial  review.  If  the  MOU  states  that  this  is  just  for  the  study,  he  would  support 
the  item.  Mr.  Carlin  stated  that  this  was  under  Section  V  of  the  MOU.  There  is  no 
binding  of  future  considerations  or  that  these  were  the  percentages  to  be  used  in 
future  negotiations. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  whether  we  could  put  such  language  in  the  MOU. 
President  Normandy  suggested  that  the  last  Resolve  clause  state  that  the 
Commission  authorizes  payment  of "  up  to  $40,000",  so  that  we  are  not  stuck  to 
the  maximum  and  that  we  share  the  development  costs  "solely"  for  the  conceptual 
engineering. 
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Moved  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  Item 
10  as  amended;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0194:     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  sign 

the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  North  San 
Mateo  County  Sanitation  District  and  SFPUC  for  the 
development  of  the  conceptual  engineering  report  for 
the  Vista  Grande  Stormwater  Diversion  Project;  and 
authorize  payment  of  up  to  $40,000  to  North  San  Mateo 
County  Sanitation  District  solely  for  SFPUC's  share  of 
development  costs. 

LEASES  AND  PERMITS 

1 1 .  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  Public 
Utilities  Commission  land  located  at  the  Southeast  Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps 
Street  between  Jerrold  and  Galvez  Avenues.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of  July 
11,  2000.) 

Staff  Request  the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  and  submit  a 

Recommendation:         legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  accommodate 

the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  2,968  sq.  ft.  of  land  owned  by 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  located  at  the  Southeast 
Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps  Street  between  Jerrold  and 
Galvez  Avenues  to  the  Public  Transportation  Commission, 
at  historical  cost  of  $2,166.64  to  construct  an  electrical 
substation  building;  adopt  the  findings  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  for  approval  of  the 
Light  Rail  Alternative;  and  adopt  mitigation  measures 
described  on  the  findings. 

Item  11  was  continued  to  the  next  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on 
August  22,  2000  as  requested  by  staff. 

12.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  sale  of  SFPUC  property  to  Glen  Park 
Marketplace  Phoenix  LLC. 

Gary  Dowd,  Manager  of  the  Bureau  of  Commercial  Land  Management,  explained 
the  item.  He  stated  that  the  purchase  price  of  $285,000  was  an  independent 
appraisal  by  the  San  Francisco  Real  Estate  Department. 

Vice  President  Makras  asked  who  would  be  relocating  the  pipe.  Mr.  Dowd  replied 
that  the  purchaser  would  be  doing  the  work  with  Sewer  Department's  oversight. 
Commissioner  Makras  asked  whether  that  same  privilege  is  extended  to  every 
developer.  Mr.  Dowd  stated  he  did  not  know  the  answer  but  thought  it  was  fairly 
typical.  Mr.  Mullane  commented  that  there  has  always  been  a  policy  that  if  a 
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developer  wished  to  install  a  water  line  they  were  allowed  to  do  certain  amounts  of 
the  work  and  the  Water  Dept.  was  responsible  for  some  of  the  work  including 
inspection.  Over  the  years,  the  developers  have  never  come  back  to  the 
Department  leading  him  to  believe  that  their  initial  comment  that  "they  could  do  it 
cheaper"  did  not  stand  up.  He  was  not  sure  if  this  same  policy  applied  to  sewer 
but  assumed  it  did.  Vice  President  Makras  wanted  to  be  sure  that  in  fact  this  was 
the  case  for  sewers.  The  General  Manager  confirmed  it  was  but  said  he  would 
check  and  get  back  to  Vice  President  Makras  with  the  information. 

Commissioner  Caen  stated  that  if  the  estimated  value  of  the  property  was 
$375,000,  the  developer  should  pay  for  the  relocation  of  the  sewer.  Mr.  Dowd 
explained  that  they  were  paying  for  the  sewer  relocation  cost  of  $90,000. 
Commissioner  Caen  wanted  to  know  why  it  was  not  the  value  of  the  land  plus  the 
$90,000.  Mr.  Dowd  explained  that  the  value  of  the  land  if  there  was  no  sewer  in  it 
is  $375,000.    Vice  President  Makras  commented  that  by  moving  the  sewer  and  . 
spending  $90,000,  we  would  have  $285,000  and  we  would  get  the  pipes  relocated 
to  where  we  wanted  them  to  be.  Mr.  Dowd  reiterated  that  with  the  developer 
paying  the  $90,000  relocation  cost,  we  were  getting  the  full  $375,000  value. 

Commissioner  Cook  commented  that  the  appraised  value  of  the  property  was  low 
considering  that  is  in  a  prime  area.  Mr.  Dowd  stated  that  the  City's  Real  Estate 
Department  hired  the  independent  appraiser  and  the  initial  offer  on  the  property 
was  considerably  less  and  that  he  felt  confident  of  the  number.  Commissioner 
Cook  felt  that  the  lot  was  wider  and  it  seemed  more  than  one  lot.  Mr.  Dowd  stated 
he  thought  it  was  a  standard  lot  but  that  the  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic  had 
a  lot  next  door  which  probably  gave  the  appearance  of  the  parcel  being  larger  than 
it  was. 

Commissioner  Bhatt  thought  that  perhaps  another  appraisal  would  be 
advantageous. 

Commissioner  Makras  supported  staffs  recommendation  given  that  the  site  is  next 
to  a  commercial  building  and  two  blocks  up  makes  a  big  difference  in  the  price.  He 
noted  that  the  appraisal  was  accurate  in  his  opinion  and  that  we  benefit  from  the 
sewer  relocation. 

Public  Comments: 

Zoanne  Nordstrom,  President  of  the  Glen  Park  Association,  commented  in  support 
of  staffs  recommendation,  as  the  buyer  will  put  in  a  much-needed  grocery  store 
and  a  childcare  center  in  the  area. 

Commissioner  Cook  moved,  seconded  by  Vice  President  Makras  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  motion  passed  (4-1).  Commissioner  Bhatt  voted  Nay. 
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Resolution  No.  00-01 95:     Request  the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  and  submit 

a  legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to 
accommodate  the  sale  of  Block  6745,  Lot  29,  located 
on  Wilder  Street  in  San  Francisco,  to  Glen  Park 
Marketplace  Phoenix  LLC  for  the  sum  of  $285,000 
provided  Glen  Park  Marketplace  accepts  property  in  an 
"as  is"  condition,  pays  all  sewer  relocation  costs,  closing 
costs,  court  action  and  related  items. 

13.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  a  permit  with  the  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook;  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0196;     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

extend  a  Revocable  Permit  with  the  San  Francisco 
Department  of  Public  Works  for  use  of  the  Washington 
Street  Pump  Station  and  surrounding  area  located  at 
Washington  and  Drumm  Streets,  in  San  Francisco,  for 
office  space,  parking  and  placement  of  two  office 
trailers. 

14.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  a  lease  with  Mid  Peninsula  High  School. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  seconded  by  Vice  President  Makras  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-01 97:     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

execute  a  20-year  lease  with  Mid  Peninsula  High 
School  for  approximately  58,400  square  feet  of  PUC 
land  located  on  a  portion  of  Bay  Division  Pipelines  No.  1 
and  2,  Parcel  2007(1)  in  the  City  of  Menio  Park,  for  use 
as  parking  lot  and  playing  field  for  an  adjacent  high 
school  at  an  annual  rental  rate  of  $25,356.24. 

CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 

Advertise  - 

Vice  President  Makras  moved,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  Items  15,  16 
and  17;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously.  . 

Regarding  Item  15,  Mr.  Quan  explained  that  this  project  was  originally  envisioned  to 
take  place  in  two  separate  phases  to  minimize  impact  on  operations.  However,  as  a 
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cost  saving  measure,  staff  was  proposing  that  it  be  all  part  of  one  project.  He  explained 
the  request  for  re-appropriation  of  surplus  funds  from  two  projects  where  funds  are  no 
longer  required.  He  explained  the  MBEA/VBE  aspects  and  that  all  bid  protests  had  been 
resolved. 


15.  Resolution  No.  00-0198: 


16.  Resolution  No.  00-0199: 


17.  Resolution  No.  00-0200: 


Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications;  authorize  bid 
call  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 
WD-2347,  Pulgas  Valve  Lot  Upgrade;  and  approve  the 
transfer  of  a  total  of  $926,700  to  this  project. 

Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications  and  authorize 
bid  call  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-209, 
Union  Street/Kearny  Street  Sewer  Replacement. 

Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications  and  authorize 
bid  call  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-262, 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Roofing  Project 
Buildings  800,  900  and  940. 


Award 


As  recommended  by  President  Normandy,  Items  18,  19,  20,  and  21  were  taken 
collectively. 

Regarding  Item  18,  Vice  President  Makras  stated  that  there  was  a  list  of  sewer 
replacements  in  priority  order  and  he  did  not  recall  seeing  the  Moccasin  Sewer 
Replacement  so  high  on  the  list.  Mr.  Quan  stated  that  Item  18  applies  to  sewers  in 
Moccasin  as  opposed  to  sewers  in  the  City.  Lawrence  T.  Klein,  Assistant  General 
Manager  for  Operations,  explained  that  this  was  not  part  of  the  City  sewer  construction 
project  because  Hetch  Hetchy  was  funding  it.  It  is  high  on  the  Hetchy  list  due  to  the 
sewer  system's  deteriorated  condition  and  concern  about  ex-filtration  of  sewage  into  the 
Moccasin  reservoir. 

Vice  President  Makras  moved,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  adopt  Items  18,  19, 
20,  and  21;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

18.  Resolution  No.  00-0201 :    Award  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH- 

888,  Moccasin  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of 
$1,373,800  to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible 
bidder,  Proven  Management,  Inc. 

19.  Resolution  No.  00-0202:    Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2313,  Existing  Fence  Replacement/Upgrade  in 
Alameda  and  San  Mateo  Counties,  in  the  amount  of  ^ 
$367,350  to  the  lowest  and  responsible  bidder,  Acaba 
Construction. 
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20.  Resolution  No.  00-0203:    Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-174, 

Howard/Minna/2"^  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the 
amount  of  $337,966  to  the  lowest  responsive  and 
responsible  bidder,  Golden  Pacific  Construction. 

21 .  Resolution  No.  00-0204:    Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-251 ,11"" 

Avenue  and  22"^  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the 
amount  of  $329,549  to  the  lowest  responsive  and 
responsible  bidder,  J.  Flores  Construction  Company,  Inc. 

Amend 

22.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department  WD- 
2242R. 

Michael  Quan  explained  that  this  was  a  modification  to  the  Thomas  Shaft 
Chlorination  Project  currently  under  construction.  Staff  decided  that  work  on 
Lawrence  Livermore  could  also  be  included  in  the  Thomas  Shaft  Project.  There 
is  a  possible  savings  of  a  budget  reduction  of  $260,000. 

Commissioner  Cook  asked  a  question  regarding  temporary  fencing  vis-a-vis 
permanent  fencing.  Mr.  Quan  said  that  the  Lawrence  Livermore  work  was  not 
scheduled  until  some  future  date  but  that  there  was  a  need  to  secure  the  area  and 
that  permanent  fencing  would  be  included  when  the  project  was  completed.  Mr. 
Quan  showed  diagrams  to  the  Commission.  Commissioner  Cook  was  satisfied 
that  his  query  had  been  answered. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0205:     Authorize  amendment  to  San  Francisco  Water 

Department  Contract  No.  WD-2242R,  Thomas  Shaft 
Chlorination  Improvement,  in  the  amount  of  $105,541  to 
provide  for  changes  to  the  electrical  system  and 
structural  site  work.  .    •  . 

Close 

23.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
116. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  why  it  takes  a  year  and  a  half  to  make  the  final 
payment  to  the  contractor.  Mr.  Quan  explained  that  the  contractor  was  somewhat^ 
lax  in  getting  in  his  paperwork.  UEB  revised  its  policy  since  the  start  of  this 
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particular  project  and  current  projects  would  show  an  assessment  of  liquidated 
damages  for  a  contractor  not  submitting  his  paperwork  in  a  timely  fashion. 


Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0206:     Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-116,  SS'^'Avenue/Lyon  Street/Molimo 
Drive/Randolph  Street-Vernon  Street  Intersection 
Sewer  Replacement;  approve  contract  modification  in 
the  credit  amount  of  $1 ,395;  authorize  final  payment  to 
Shaw  Pipeline,  Inc.  in  the  amount  of  $1 5,876. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

The  Commission  did  not  meet  in  Closed  Session.  President  Normandy  stated  that 
there  was  no  need  for  a  Closed  Session  since  there  was  nothing  to  report  for  Items  26 
and  28.  Item  27  was  removed  from  the  agenda,  as  it  was  a  DPW  item. 

24.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 

There  were  no  public  comments. 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956. 9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Plaintiff  and  as  Defendant 

Property:  500+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property 

on  Bernal  Avenue  in  Alameda  County 

Parties  Negotiating:  Lymburn/Thompson/Malamut 

City  of  Pleasanton 

Under  Negotiation:       Terms  and  Conditions 

27.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(a): 

Existing  Litigation:        Lisa  D.  Arnold  v.  CCSF,  Superior  Court  No.  998-715. 

28.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  . 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities  ^ 
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Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:      3:33  P.M. 


^  Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  0  0  "  0  1  ^ 


WHEREAS,  in  1994,  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  Resolution  No.  165- 
94  urging  "the  Water  Department  and  the  Recreation  &  Park  Department  to  take  all  necessary 
steps  to  raise  the  water  levels  at  Lake  Merced";  and 

WHEREAS,  in  response  to  SFPUC  policy  direction  as  well  as  community  concern,  the 
SFPUC  and  the  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  developed  the  April  1 998  "Lake 
Merced  Comprehensive  Management  Plan"  (Management  Plan)  to  provide  a  blueprint  for  the 
cooperative,  coordinated  management  of  Lake  Merced  for  the  protection  and  enhancement  of  all 
the  Lake's  beneficial  uses;  and 

WHEREAS,  Management  Plan  Action  WRS-1.4  called  for  an  assessment  of  alternatives 
for  raising  the  water  level  of  Lake  Merced,  resulting  in  completion  of  a  report  entitled 
"Feasibility  Evaluation  of  Alternatives  to  Raise  Lake  Merced"  dated  October  1 9,  1 998 
("Feasibility  Report");  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Feasibility  Report  recommended  the  following  two  cost  effective 
projects  that  could  be  implemented  to  raise  and  maintain  the  water  level  of  Lake  Merced: 
Alternative  1 ,  "Add  Imported  Surface  Water  to  the  Lake";  and  Alternative  7,  "Divert  Storm 
Water  From  the  Vista  Grande  Canal  to  the  Lake";  and 

WHEREAS,  based  upon  the  findings  of  the  Feasibility  Report,  the  SFPUC  authorized 
staff  to  proceed  with  studies  and  design  work  required  for  future  implementation  of 
Alternative  7,  "Diversion  of  Storm  Water  from  the  Vista  Grande  Canal  to  Lake  Merced";  and 

WHEREAS,  the  capacity  of  North  San  Mateo  Sanitation  District,  a  subsidiary  of  the  City 
of  Daly  City  (the  District),  storm  water  system  is  subject  to  peak  flows  during  the  wet  weather 
season,  resulting  in  flooding  and  overland  spills  of  stormwater  from  the  District's  Vista  Grande 
Canal  to  Lake  Merced;  and 

WHEREAS,  an  unincorporated  area  of  Northern  San  Mateo  County,  known  as 
Broadmoor,  contributes  flows  to  the  District's  stormwater  collection  system;  and 
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WHEREAS,  Broadmoor  regularly  experiences  flooding  when  the  capacity  of  the 
District's  stormwater  collection  system  is  exceeded;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  parties  desire  to  investigate  the  feasibility  of  diverting,  treating  and 
discharging  storm  water  from  the  District's  Vista  Grande  Canal  to  Lake  Merced  in  an  effort  to 
provide  a  reliable  source  of  water  to  raise  water  levels  in  Lake  Merced  while  simultaneously 
improving  flood  management  for  City  of  Daly  City  and  San  Mateo  County;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  parties  wish  to  jointly  hire  an  independent  consultant  to  complete  a 
Conceptual  Engineering  Report  for  the  Vista  Grande  Stormwater  Diversion  Project. 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  sign  the 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  North  San  Mateo  County  Sanitation  District,  a 
subsidiary  of  City  of  Daly  City,  San  Mateo  County,  and  the  SFPUC  for  the  development  of  the 
conceptual  engineering  report  for  the  Vista  Grande  Stormwater  Diversion  Project. 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  authorizes  payment  of  up  to,  but  not  exceeding.  Forty 
Thousand  and  00/100  Dollars  ($40,000)  to  North  San  Mateo  County  Sanitation  District  for  the 
SFPUC's  share  of  the  development  costs  solely  for  the  conceptual  engineering  report  for  the 
Vista  Grande  Stormwater  Diversion  Project.  Funds  are  available  in  the  Lake  Merced  Water 
Level  Management  CIP  No.  CUW  700. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   AUG    8  2QQQ  
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0195 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  certain  real  property  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  known  as  Block  6745,  Lot  29 
located  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and; 

WHEREAS,  The  Glen  Park  Marketplace  Phoenix,  LLC  has  requested  to  purchase  the 
property  to  incorporate  it  with  an  adjacent  neighborhood  serving  grocery  store,  pre-school 
development;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  proposes  that  the  sale  be 
made  subject  to  Glen  Park  Marketplace  Phoenix.  LLC  paying  the  City  the  sum  of  $285,000 
which  has  been  determined  by  an  Independent  Appraiser  to  be  fair  market  value  of  the  property; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Glen  Park  Marketplace  Phoenix,  LLC  accepts  the  property  in  "as  is" 
condition  and  is  willing  to  pay  for  all  sewer  relocation  costs,  closing  costs,  McEnerney  court 
action,  if  required  and  all  other  related  items;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  sale  of  the  subject  property  must  be  contingent  upon  Glen  Park 
Marketplace  Phoenix,  LLC  reaching  an  agreement  with  the  Department  of  Parking  and  Traffic 
with  regard  to  existing  off-street  metered  parking;  and 

WHEREAS,  SPEAC  has  determined,  and  completed  a  certification,  that  the  project 
described  by  the  proposed  agreement  has  a  categorical  exemption  from  the  requirements  of  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  San 
Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  request  the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  and  submit 
legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  accommodate  the  sale  of  Block  6745,  Lot  29,  located 
in  San  Francisco,  to  Glen  Park  Marketplace  Phoenix  LLC  for  the  sum  of  $285,000,  provided 
Glen  Park  Marketplace  Phoenix,  LLC  accepts  property  in  an  "as  is"  condition,  pays  all  sewer 
relocation  costs,  closing  costs,  McEnerney  court  action  and  all  other  related  items;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  all  actions  authorized  by  this  resolution  and  heretofore 
taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  such  Agreement  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and 
confirmed  by  this  Commission;  and  be  it 
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FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  upon  approval  by  this  Commission,  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  request  the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare 
and  submit  legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  accommodate  the  sale  of  Block  6745,  Lot 
29. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG    8  2000 


Secretary,  Pl^ic  Utilities  Conimissi&n'^^ 


Page  2  of  2 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0196 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  certain  real  property  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and; 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Dept.  of  Public  Works  has  requested  to  enter  into  a 
Revocable  Permit  Agreement  to  use  the  existing  pump  station  and  to  place  two  (2)  office  trailers 
within  the  permit  area;  and 

WHEREAS,  SPEAC  has  determined,  and  completed  a  certification,  that  the  project 
described  by  the  proposed  agreement  has  a  categorical  exemption  from  the  requirements  of  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  and 
authorizes  a  nine  (9)  month  extension  of  that  certain  Revocable  Permit  of  approximately  .25 
acres  of  land  to  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works  as  Permittee,  for  the  purpose  of  using 
the  existing  pump  station  and  also  to  place  two  (2)  office  trailers  on  the  permit  area  at 
Washington  St.  and  Drumm  St.  in  San  Francisco,  as  set  forth  in  the  Revocable  Permit  of  certain 
real  property  under  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  as  shown  on  Assessor's 
Office  Parcel  Number  Block  203,  Lot  13  as  shown  on  Exhibit  B  of  the  Revocable  Permit, 
commencing  on  October  1 6,  2000  following  authorization  and  approval  of  said  Revocable 
Permit  by  the  PUC  and  expiring  July  15,  2001;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  all  actions  authorized  by  this  resolution  and  heretofore 
taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  such  Agreement  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and 
confirmed  by  this  Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  upon  approval  by  this  Commission,  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  said  Lease. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of          AUG    8  2QQQ   . 

Secretary,  Pt^lic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0197 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  certain  real  property  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  the  County  of  San  Mateo  and; 

WHEREAS,  Mid  Peninsula  High  School  has  requested  to  enter  into  a  twenty  (20)  year 
Lease  Agreement  to  use  the  area  as  a  parking  lot  and  sports  playing  field  for  and  adjacent  high 
school;  and 

WHEREAS,  SPEAC  has  determined,  and  completed  a  certification,  that  the  project 
described  by  the  proposed  agreement  has  a  categorical  exemption  from  the  requirements  of  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  and 
authorizes  the  execution  of  that  certain  Lease  of  approximately  58,400  square  feet  of  land  to  Mid 
Peninsula  High  School,  for  the  purpose  of  a  parking  lot  and  sports  playing  field  for  an  adjacent 
high  school,  as  set  forth  in  the  Lease  of  certain  real  property  located  in  Menlo  Park  under 
jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission,  as  shovra  on  SFPUC  Drawing  No. 
B-4749  of  the  Lease,  commencing  upon  final  execution  following  authorization  and  approval  of 
said  Lease  by  the  SFPUC  and  expiring  twenty  (20)  years  from  the  commencement  date  provided 
the  Lessee  shall  pay  an  annual  rental  rate  of  $25,356.00  per  year  or  $2,1 1 3.00  per  month  with  a 
CPI  adjustment  on  the  first  (T')  armiversary  of  the  commencement  date  and  every  twelve  (12) 
months  thereafter  and  a  rental  rate  re-appraisal  every  five  (5)  years;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  all  actions  authorized  by  this  resolution  and  heretofore 
taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  such  Agreement  are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and 
confirmed  by  this  Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  upon  approval  by  this  Commission,  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  said  Lease. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG    8  2000     ^  \  


Secretary,  Publid/Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0198 


WHEREAS,  In  the  event  of  sudden  rupture  of  a  Bay  Division  pipeline,  the  Water 
Supply  &  Treatment  Division  would  require  new  valves  and  control  equipment  to 
perform  urgent  operations  at  the  upstream  portal  of  the  Pulgas  Tunnel;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.WD-2347,  Pulgas 
Valve  Lot  Upgrade,  will  provide  remotely-actuated  valves  to  perform  these  operations; 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $1,357,800;  and 

WHEREAS  funds  for  this  contract  are  available  from  CUW126  -  Pulgas  Upgrade, 
Phase  1,  from  Project  CUW134-  SVWTP  Fast  Track  and  from  Project  CUWl  19  -  BDPL 
No.  1  &  No. 2  Timber  Trestle  Repair;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  19%  MBE  and  9%  WBE  participation 
have  been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance 
Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  that  project  Pulgas  Valve  Lot  Upgrade  to  be  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and 
specifications  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2347,  Pulgas  Valve 
Lot  Upgrade,  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for 
bids  for  said  contract,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with 
a  recommendation  for  award;  and  approves  the  transfer  of  $500,000  from  Project 
CUW134-  SVWTP  Fast  Track,  and  $426,700  from  Project  CUW119  -  BDPL  No.l  & 
No.2  Timber  Trestle  Repair,  to  CUWl 26  -  Pulgas  Upgrade,  Phase  1 . 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG   

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission  ~ 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00^0199 


WHEREAS,  the  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  sewer  replacement  program  to 
replace  structurally  inadequate  sewer  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-209,  Union  Street/Kearny  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  to  replace  existing 
sewers  on  Union  Street  from  Larkin  Street  to  Leavenworth  Street,  Jones  Street  to  Taylor  Street, 
Gough  Street  to  Franklin  Street,  and  Divisadero  Street  to  Broderick  Street;  and  on  Kearny  Street 
from  Union  Street  to  Filbert  Street  with  1,796  linear  feet  of  12-inch  diameter,  468  linear  feet  of 
15-inch  diameter,  and  4  linear  feet  of  18-inch  diameter  vitrified  clay  pipe  (VCP)  sewers;  and 
pavement  work  on  Union  Street  from  Powell  Street  to  Gough  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $994,547,  of  which  $521,828  is 
for  the  sewer  work,  and  $472,71 9  is  for  the  pavement  renovation  work;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  the  sewer  portion  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award 
from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  1629N  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R, 
FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRR00940).  Funds  for  the  street  pavement  renovation  work  will  be 
available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  /  Bureau  of 
Engineering,  Program  20  Sales  Tax  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  0043J  (Fund  3C/SIF/L0C);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  23%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for 
Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-209,  Union  Street/Kearny  Street  Sewer  Replacement, 
and  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract, 
to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG    8  2000  


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0200 


WHEREAS,  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  has  a  continuing  program  to  repair 
and  upgrade  facilities  and  grounds  for  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Division;  and 

WHEREAS,  under  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-262,  Southeast  Water 
Pollution  Control  Plant  Roofing  Project  -  Buildings  800.  900  and  940,  the  roof  systems 
of  the  Equipment  Storage  Facility,  Maintenance  Shop,  and  Machine  Shop  will  be 
replaced  or  repaired;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $192,755;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from  the  Repair 
and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  0125J  (Fund  5C/CPFR&R,  Famis  Project 
No.  CENRNRS 10440);  and 

WHEREAS,  an  HRC  subcontracting  goal  of  20%  combined  MBE/WBE 
participation  has  been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract 
Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  that  Contract  No.  CW-262,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
Roofing  Project  -  Buildings  800,  900  and  940,  to  be  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and 
specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  CW-262,  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  Roofing  Project  -  Buildings  800,  900  and  940,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract,  to  receive  and 
evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  wa^^^dopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   "^^J  o 


Secretary,  Puaffc  Utilities  Cornmissi 


ussion 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0201 


WHEREAS,  on  February  22,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0066,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specificationsfor  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract 
HH-888,  Moccasin  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $1,416,800;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  Project  CUH929  -  Moccasin  Sewer  System;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  April  15,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  4  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  24,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Proven  Management,  Inc.,  was  determined  to  be  the  lowest,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  14%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  participation  have  been 
established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned 
to  the  SFPUC,  and  Proven  Management,  Inc.,  is  committed  to  meet  these  MBE/WBE  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  that  Contract  No.  HH-888  is  categorically  exempt  from  envirormiental  review  under  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and 
Power  Contract  No.  HH-888,  Moccasin  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $1,373,800  to  the 
lowest,  responsive  and  responsible  bidder.  Proven  Management,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  August  8,  200Q^    


Secreti/N,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0202 


WHEREAS,  on  January  25,  2000,  by  resolution  No.  00-0028,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2313,  Existing  Fence  Replacement/Upgrade  in  Alameda 
and  San  Mateo  County;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  No.  WD-2313,  Existing  Fence  Replacement/Upgrade  in 
Alameda  and  San  Mateo  County,  was  advertised  on  March  18,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $355,000; 

and 

WHEREAS,  the  3  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  April  27,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  project  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award 
from  Project  CUW227  -  Watershed  and  Facility  Fence  Construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  an  HRC  combined  subcontracting  goal  of  15%  MBE/WBE 
participation  has  been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract 
Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  the  lowest,  responsive  and  responsible 
bidder,  Acaba  Construction,  is  committed  to  meet  these  MBE/WBE  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2313  to  be 
categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  California  Environniental  Quality 
Act  Guidelines;  now.  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2313,  Existing  Fence  Replacement/Upgrade  in 
Alameda  and  San  Mateo  County,  in  the  amount  of  $367,350  to  the  lowest,  responsive  and 
responsible  bidder,  Acaba  Construction. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   AUG    8  2000  


Secretany,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0203 


WHEREAS,  on  February  8,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0046,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specificationsfor  Clean  Water  Program  ContractNo.  CW- 
174,  Howard  /  Minna  /  2"''  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to 
replace  the  existing  sewers  on  Howard  Street  fi-om  V  to  Fremont  Streets,  Minna  Street  fi-om  Sixth  to 
Russ  Streets,  and  Second  Street  fi-om  Brannan  to  Townsend  Streets;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  April  22,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  five  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  25,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,responsivenessand 
application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Golden  Pacific  Construction  as  the 
lowest  responsive  and  responsible  bidder  with  a  bid  of  $337,966;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  was  $363,535;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  Contract  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund 
under  Job  Order  No.  1602N  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRR97940);  and 

WHEREAS,  construcfion  is  expected  to  begin  in  September  2000  and  end  in  November 
2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  16%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  participation  have  been 
established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned 
to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  Contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be 
it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-174,  Howard  /  Minna  /  2"''  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $337,966 
to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible  bidder.  Golden  Pacific  Construction. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of     August  8,  200^^  ^   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0204 


WHEREAS,  on  February  8,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0047,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specificationsfor  Clean  Water  Program  ContractNo.  C  W- 
251,  11"'  Avenue  and  22"''  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to 
replace  the  existing  sewers  on  1 1*  Avenue  and  22"''  Avenue  from  Lincoln  Way  to  Irving  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Contract  was  advertised  on  February  9,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  6  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  March  16,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  staff  review  of  the  bids  for  responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts 
resulted  in  the  establishment  of  J.  Flores  Construction  Company,  Inc.  as  the  lowest  responsive  and 
responsible  bidder  with  a  bid  of  $329,549.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  was  $353,890;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  contract  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund 
under  Job  Order  No.  0102J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRHl  1 140);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  1 7%  MBE  and  8%  WBE  participation  have  been 
established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to 
monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts,  and  J.  Flores  Construction  Company  Inc.,  is  committed  to 
meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  State  Guidelines  implementing  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-251,  11"'  Avenue  and  22'"'  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of 
$329,549.00  to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible  bidder,  J.  Flores  Construction  Company,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        /\|JG    g  2000   


Secretary,  Pu, 


7C  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0205 


WHEREAS,  on  January  25,  2000,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved  the 
award  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2242R,  Thomas  Shaft 
Chlorination  Improvement  to  Homer  J.  Olsen.  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  began  on  March  24,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  $4,327,465  and  the  duration  was 
440  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1  is  being  issued  in  the  debit  amount  of 
$105,541  and  increases  the  contract  amount  to  $4,433,006  to  accommodate  changes  to 
the  electrical  system  and  structural  site  work  to  provide  a  more  cost  effective  facility;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  modification  is  $105,541; 

and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  contract  modification  will  be  available  from  Project 
CUW206  -  Tesla  Portal/Thomas  Shaft  Disinfection;  and 

WHEREAS.  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  20%  MBE  and  5%  WBE  have  been 
established  and  approved  for  this  contract  modification  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance 
Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  Contract  WD-2242R  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental 
review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1 
to  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2242R,  Thomas  Shaft 
Chlorination  Improvement,  in  the  amount  of  $105,541,  to  provide  for  changes  to  the 
electrical  system  and  structural  site  work. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resoiution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG    8  2QQQ 


Secretary,  Pubnc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0206 


WHEREAS,  the  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  program  to  replace  structurally 
inadequate  sewers;  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-116,  33rd  Avenue/Lyon  Street/Molimo  Drive  Sewer  Replacement,  to  replace  the  existing 
sewers  on  33rd  Avenue  between  Irving  and  Judah  Streets,  Lyon  Street  between  Hayes  and  Grove 
Streets,  at  the  intersection  of  Molimo  Drive  and  Bella  Vista  Way  and  at  the  intersection  of 
Randolph  and  Vernon  Streets;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  awarded  to  Shaw  Pipeline  was  for  $276,435.00  and  55 
calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  began  on  November  16,  1998  and  was  finished  on  January  9, 
1999; and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  credit  amount  of  $1,395.00  is 
being  issued  for  reduced  quantities  of  bid  items  used  during  construction  and  for  an  immediate 
sewer  replacement  required  at  the  intersection  of  Randolph  and  Vernon  Streets;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  final  contract  amount  will  be  $275,040.00,  and  the  final  contract 
duration  will  be  55  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  funding  this  contract  is  available  from  the  1994  Sewer  Bonds  under  Job 
Order  No.  1547N  (Fund  5C/CPF/95A,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENSR4SI2840);  now,  therefore,  be 
it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  under  Clean 
Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-116,  33rd  Avenue/Lyon  Street/Molimo  Drive  Sewer 
Replacement,  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  credit  amount  of  $1,395,  for  a 
new  contract  total  of  $275,040,  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  Shaw  Pipeline,  Inc.,  in  the 
amount  of  $15,876. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   AUG    8  2000 


Secretary/ Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1.  Call  to  Order:         1:40  P.M. 

2.  Roll  Call:  Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Vice  President 

Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen, 
Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 

Commissioner  Frank  L.  Cook  arrived  at  1:47  P.M. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  May  23,  2000;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

4.  Communications 

Vice  President  Makras  mentioned  that  he  had  received  a  letter  from  San  Mateo 
County  with  respect  to  the  completion  of  the  trail  construction  within  SFPUC 
watershed.  He  asked  staff  to  request  from  Mary  Burns,  San  Mateo's  Director  of 
Parks  &  Recreation,  to  identify  which  funds  had  been  approved  by  July  14,  2000 
and  which  were  perceived  afterwards.  He  indicated  that  San  Mateo  was  kind 
enough  to  provide  us  with  the  funding  mechanism  but  they  did  not  say  whether  it 
was  approved  or  thought  out  later.  As  two  years  have  passed,  he  said  it  is 
important  to  know  whether  they  were  successful  in  obtaining  funding. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 

President  Normandy  instructed  the  Secretary  to  drop  the  word  "Introduction"  from 
the  Old/Ongoing  Business  title. 

Commissioner  Caen  requested  an  update  on  the  Citizens  Advisory  Committee. 
She  also  expressed  grave  concern  over  the  Odor  Control  Program.  She  wanted 
specifically  to  have  dates  for  the  project  completion.  President  Normandy 
mentioned  that  he  had  asked  the  General  Manager  to  provide  updates  at  the  next 
Commission  meeting  on  the  South  East  Digesters  and  Odor  Control  Program  as 
well  as  the  Balboa  Reservoir  negotiations.  He  also  asked  that  the  update  on  the 
CAC  be  given  in  context  with  that  of  the  Mayor's  Infrastructure  Task  Force. 

Vice  President  Makras  asked  whether  a  contract  modification  for  time  extension 
was  a  policy  decision  or  a  General  Manager's  practice.  He  requested  that  such 
items  be  brought  before  the  Commission  because  sometimes  the  time  frame  is 
more  crucial  than  just  the  economics  of  the  project.  Doing  this  will  give  a  check 
and  balance  as  to  time  as  well  as  money  as  we  enter  the  Capital  Program.  In 
addition,  it  will  give  us  a  consistent  blueprint  for  all  PUC  projects. 
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The  General  Manager  stated  that  he  was  not  aware  of  any  contracts  for  time 
extensions  that  did  not  come  before  the  Commission.  Vice  President  IVlakras 
explained  that  often  contracts  going  out  for  design  are  changed  and  broken  up  into 
separate  parts.  Significant  changes  in  money  come  back  but  not  always  for  time. 
The  General  Manager  said  he  would  check  with  UEB  to  make  sure  we  were  not 
violating  that  area. 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 

Vice  President  Makras  mentioned  about  the  proposed  use  of  "Round  Up"  for  grass 
removal  at  the  Harding  Park  Golf  Course.  He  requested  information  on  how  this 
product  would  affect  groundwater.  The  Commission  on  Environment  has  rated  it 
high,  but  as  large  amounts  are  anticipated  being  used,  he  felt  it  would  behoove  the 
PUC  to  look  into  the  issue  with  regard  to  water. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

John  Mullane,  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  requested  the  continuance  of 
Item  1 6  to  the  Call  of  the  Chair. 

a.  Presentation  regarding  logos  on  vehicle. 

The  General  Manager  gave  a  brief  slide  show  on  the  PUC  logo.  He  stated 
that  the  logos  had  been  implemented  on  all  printed  materials  and  that  we 
were  about  to  start  implementing  the  program  with  the  vehicles.  We  will  be 
starting  this  as  the  new  vehicles  arrive  and  it  will  probably  take  sometime 
before  all  the  vehicles  have  the  logos,  as  they  will  be  applied  when  a  vehicle 
is  in  the  shop  for  regular  maintenance. 

b.  California  Policy  Research  Center  Study. 

Mr.  Mullane  made  reference  to  a  letter  from  Assemblyman  Papan  to  Rich 
Bodjsco  of  the  Mayor's  Infrastructure  Task  Force  asking  Mr.  Bodisco  for  his 
assistance  in  doing  an  academic  study  of  the  PUC  by  the  California  Policy 
Research  Center  which  is  an  academic  think  tank  located  in  Berkeley.  To 
date  this  group  has  not  contacted  staff.  They  were  requested  to  explore 
governance  issues  and  other  matters.  This  is  the  first  time  that  the 
Commission  or  staff  has  heard  of  this  but  materials  requested  by  them 
would  be  available  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance.  However,  as  this"  group 
has  no  official  status,  Mr.  Mullane  said  he  instructed  senior  staff  to  refer 
contacts  to  his  office.  He  will  establish  a  liaison  to  coordinate  this  effort. 
The  General  Manager  is  also  requesting  an  entrance  conference  with  the 
California  Policy  Research  Center  to  determine  the  scope  and  purpose  of 
the  study.  He  said  he  would  update  the  Commission  as  this  unfolds. 
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President  Normandy  stated  that  he  took  some  offense  at  the  intimation  that 
the  PUC  would  be  less  than  forthcoming  in  providing  information  and  found 
the  implication  offensive.  The  General  Manager  echoed  the  President's 
comments. 

c.       Southeast  Plant  Solids  Handling  Project. 

Mr.  Mullane  provided  an  update  on  the  Southeast  Digester  Project  (Solids 
Handling  Project).  The  PUC  staff  conducted  a  tour  of  the  plant  with  the 
Mayor,  Commissioner  Caen,  and  President  Normandy.  The  Mayor 
expressed  a  desire  to  accelerate  the  project  and  look  for  sources  of  funding 
outside  our  own  budget  if  possible.  A  Task  Force  has  been  put  together  ^ 
which  draws  on  most  of  the  various  elements  within  the  PUC  and  the  City's 
Real  Estate  Department  and  the  City  Attorney's  office.  Mr.  Mullane  stated 
that  so  far  it  looks  as  though  we  have  been  able  to  reduce  the  timeframe  by 
about  18  months.  The  SPEAC  unit  is  actively  pursuing  alternative  funding 
and  staff  intends  to  bring  it  back  as  an  information  item  at  the  first  meeting, 
in  September.  Staff  would  also  make  a  similar  presentation  to  the  Mayor 
and  move  it  along  to  get  the  project  built. 

Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  (BAWUA)  General  Manager's  Report 

Mr.  Arthur  Jensen,  General  Manager  of  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association, 
spoke  about  enhancing  communications.  The  member  agencies  have  boiled  down 
to  two  issues  they  want  to  work  on  with  the  Public  Utilities  Commission:  high 
quality  water  for  residential  and  commercial  customers  at  a  fair  price;  and 
protection  from  severe  water  shortages.  He  said  they  have  come  up  with  five 
statements  that  represent  their  thinking  as  follows: 

□  Represent  29  agencies  that  purchase  water  from  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 

□  Provide  water  to  1 .7  million  people  plus  businesses  and  institutions  in  three 
counties. 

□  Work  with  the  Commission  to  complete  $3  billion  worth  of  capital  projects  for 
the  water  system. 

□  Source  of  reliable  data  for  our  members  and  others,  including  PUC  staff. 

□  An  advocate  for  water  conservation. 

Mr.  Jensen  reported  on  the  Mayor's  Infrastructure  Task  Force  on  which  he  serves. 
He  felt  that  he  was  able  to  be  of  help  to  the  Commission  due  to  his  knowledge  and 
expertise  of  the  system.  Most  people  on  the  Task  Force  felt  that  this  was  helpful. 


00-269 


August  22,  2000 


He  hoped  that  this  Task  Force  would  be  of  value  and  that  they  establish  a  mission 
and  goal  at  their  next  meeting. 

BAWUA  are  also  working  hard  with  PUC  staff  and  their  members  on  negotiating  a 
new  program  on  water  shortages. 

Mr.  Jensen  stated  that  he  had  had  individual  meetings  with  members  of  the 
Commission  to  better  communicate  on  issues. 

Mr.  Jensen  noted  that  BAWUA  tours  are  coming  up  shortly.  These  tours  have 
been  going  on  for  many  years  and  are  informational  for  the  members. 

Mr.  Jensen  passed  out  to  the  Commission  the  BAWUA  statement  regarding  the 
California  Policy  Research  Center  Study.  He  stated  that  they  had  been  aware  that 
this  study  would  be  forthcoming;  they  have  been  contacted  and  have  accepted  the 
invitation  to  participate.  He  thought  that  there  might  be  some  insights  in  that  they 
will  look  at  a  variety  of  possibilities  for  governance  including  the  current  existing 
one. 

In  September,  Mr.  Jensen  will  be  coming  to  the  Commission  to  discuss  in  more 
detail  the  resolutions  the  Commission  has  been  receiving  from  BAWUA  members 
and  the  critical  elements  of  the  Capital  Improvement  Program. 

President  Normandy  expressed  appreciation  for  Mr.  Jensen's  remarks  and  the 
open  communications  that  now  take  place.  He  stated  that  the  Commission  had 
received  various  letters  from  BAWUA  members  and  would  answer  the  letters  as  a 
group  when  they  were  all  received.  He  expressed  dismay,  however,  that  the  tone 
of  the  letters  express  skepticism  as  to  the  PUC's  abilities.  As  Mr.'  Jensen  has 
expressed  enthusiasm  for  cooperation  and  setting  the  record  straight,  the 
President  was  looking  to  him  to  do  anything  he  could  in  this  regard.  President 
Normandy  stated  that  it  was  the  PUC  who  had  defined  where  we  are  and 
generated  the  studies  that  said  what  we  needed  to  do,  and  it  is  unfortunate  that 
people  tend  to  come  aboard  at  the  last  minute  and  berate  us  for  the  information  we 
have  generated. 

Mr.  Mullane  commented  that  he  found  it  odd  that  an  outside  group  had  been  • 
contacted  by  the  California  Policy  Research  Center  while  the  PUC  had  not. 

Vice  President  Makras  said  that  we  must  look  at  the  entire  system  that  has  been 
built  over  the  years  and  that  should  be  the  focus,  to  make  the  system  better", 
stronger,  and  more  reliable. 

Commissioner  Caen  agreed  with  the  President  and  Vice  President's  remarks.  She 
felt  that  SFPUC  is  constantly  being  battered.  Commissioner  Cook  also  agreed. 
He  felt  that  the  lobbying  had  started  for  the  renegotiating  of  the  contract  in  2009. 
He  said  we  all  try  to  cooperate  fully  with  our  neighbor  customers  but  would 
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appreciate  solutions  to  tine  problems  rather  tlian  adding  to  them.  He  felt  it  was 
unfair  criticism  of  staff  and  the  City  as  a  whole.  Commissioner  Bhatt  agreed  with 
previous  speakers. 

9.  Public  Comments 

There  were  no  public  comments. 

10.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Dorothy  Bowman,  Manager  of  the 
Bureau  of  Personnel  and  Training. 

President  Normandy  reminded  everyone  that  when  Ms.  Bowman  first  came  to  the 
Commission  there  was  a  huge  personnel  shortage.  Within  her  first  year  of  tenure, 
she  brought  the  vacancy  rate  down  to  18%  and  in  her  second  year  down  to  8%. 
By  any  standard,  he  said  that  was  an  outstanding  track  record  and  put  the  PUC  in 
a  position  to  launch  the  Capital  Improvement  Program.  He  wished  her  the  very 
best  in  her  new  career  in  the  private  sector  and  congratulated  her  on  a  job  well  , 
done  for  the  PUC.  President  Normandy  read  the  resolution. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Normandy,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to  adopt 
the  following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0207:     Adopt  a  resolution  acknowledging  Dorothy  Bowman  for 

her  accomplishments  as  Manager  of  the  Bureau  of 
Personnel  and  Training. 


1 1 .  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  Public 
Utilities  Commission  land  located  at  the  Southeast  Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps 
Street  between  Jerrold  and  Galvez  Avenues.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of 
August  8,  2000.) 


LEASES  AND  PERMITS 


Staff 

Recommendation 


Declare  the  substation  parcel  property  as  surplus;  request 
the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  and  submit  a  legislation 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  accommodate  the 
jurisdictional  transfer  of  2,968  sq.  ft.  of  land  owned  by  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  located  at  the  Southeast 
Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps  Street  between  Jerrold  and 
Galvez  Avenues  to  the  Public  Transportation  Commission, 
at  historical  cost  of  $2,166.64  to  construct  an  electrical 
substation  building;  adopt  the  findings  under  the  California- 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  for  approval  of  the 
Light  Rail  Alternative;  and  adopt  mitigation  measures 
described  on  the  findings. 
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Vice  President  Makras  said  he  would  move  the  item  with  one  amendment  that 
toxic  cleanup  would  be  the  responsibility  of  Muni  for  the  entire  parcel  of  land 
transferred  over  to  them.  Currently  it  only  calls  for  remediation  for  the  parcel  on 
which  they  build.  President  Normandy  stated  that  the  words  "in  the  event  of  were 
key.  Commissioner  Caen  seconded. 

Sue  Olive  of  the  Municipal  Railway  stated  that  the  resolution  stated  that  the  PUC 
would  be  responsible  for  any  pre-existing  conditions  and  that  Muni  would  be 
responsible  for  any  hazardous  materials  removal,  construction,  and  maintenance 
of  the  substation.  She  indicated  that  Muni  could  not  accept  any  changes  from  this 
without  contacting  their  attorneys.  There  are  serious  hazardous  wastes  at  the  site 
and  although  Muni  feels  that  they  are  responsible  for  conditions  connected  with 
their  project,  they  did  not  feel  they  wanted  to  be  responsible  for  anything  else. 

Vice  President  Makras  still  felt  it  was  okay  to  go  ahead  with  the  item  and  thought 
that  Muni  could  drop  it  later  if  they  did  not  feel  comfortable.  He  felt  that  he  was 
signing  a  blank  check  for  toxic  clean  up.  Gary  Dowd,  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Commercial  Land  Management,  clarified  that  the  portion  of  land  being  carved  out 
and  given  to  Muni,  was  the  area  Muni  is  responsible  for;  but,  if  in  digging  up  that 
portion  they  find  a  plume  from  the  larger  parcel  which  is  migrating  into  other  areas 
that  must  be  remedied,  then  that  becomes  the  responsibility  of  the  PUC.  Vice 
President  Makras  said  he  was  clear  on  that  as  it  was  a  State  law. 

Mr.  Mullane  asked  whether  Vice  President  Makras  was  talking  about  Muni  being 
responsible  for  just  the  3,000  feet  or  also  the  additional  property  remaining  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission.  Vice  President  Makras  said  he  was  silent 
beyond  the  3,000  ft.  as  it  was  not  prudent  to  talk  about  who  is  responsible  beyond 
that. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  the  third  resolve  clause  from  the  end  should  be 
reviewed  by  Vice  President  Makras. 

Vice  President  Makras  said  he  would,  in  the  interest  of  time,  like  to  discuss  this 
with  staff,  so  he  rescinded  his  motion  and  moved  to  continue  to  the  next  meeting  of 
the  PUC.  Commissioner  Caen  agreed  to  rescind  her  second. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  continue 
Item  11  to  the  next  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on  September  12, 
2000;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 
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CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 


Advertise 

12.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-221 5. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0208:     Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications;  and 

authorize  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to 
advertise  for  bids  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-221 5,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Installation  in  Sacramento  Street  between  Divisadero 
Street  and  Gough  Street. 

13.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2358. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0209:     Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications;  and 

authorize  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to 
advertise  for  bids  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2358,  Seismic  Anchorage  of 
Equipment  at  Crystal  Springs  Pump  Station,  Pulgas 
Pump  Station,  and  Polhemus  Treatment  Facility. 

14.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
282. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0210:     Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications;  and 

authorize  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to 
advertise  for  bids  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-282,  Clean  Brannan  Street  Sewer,  from 
Embarcadero  to  Seventh  Street. 

Award 

15.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
240. 
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Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-021 1 :     Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-240, 

Bertita  Street/Russia  Avenue/South  Hill 
Boulevard/Stillings  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the 
amount  of  $514,693  to  the  lowest  responsive  and 
responsible  bidder,  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc. 

16.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
253. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-253, 

Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digester 
Complex  and  Gas  Holder  Coatings  Rehabilitation,  in  the 
amount  of  $282,221  to  the  sole  qualified,  responsible, 
and  responsive  bidder,  Jeffco  Painting  and  Coating,  Inc. 

Moved  by  President  Normandy,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to  continue 
Item  16  to  the  call  of  the  Chair;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

17.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
256. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0212:     Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-256, 

California  Street  and  3'^^  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement,  in 
the  amount  of  $201 ,896,  to  the  lowest  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores 
Construction  Company,  Inc. 

Amend 

18.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2278. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0213:     Approve  Contract  Modification  No.  1  to  San  Francisco 

Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2278,  Crystal 
Springs  Pipeline  No.  2  Section  3  and  Sunset  Supply 
Pipeline  Cathodic  Protection,  for  a  debit  amount  of 
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$15,000  for  a  total  contract  amount  of  $495,000  and 
extend  the  term  of  the  contract  by  90  calendar  days  to 
November  8,  2000. 

Close 

19.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
142. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0214:     Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-142,  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  Security  System  Improvements;  approve 
Contract  Modification  No.  2  for  a  time  extension  of  45 
calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment  of  $9,600  to 
Schram  Construction,  Inc. 

20.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
198. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-021 5:     Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-198,  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  250  MGD  Clean  Up  -  Phase  I;  and 
authorize  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $25,000  to 
Schram  Construction,  Inc. 

PROFESSIONAL  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 

21 .  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  Program  Management  Services  for 
SFPUC's  Capital  Improvement  Program. 

President  Normandy  recused  himself  for  Item  21.  Vice  President  Makras  chaired. 
Public  Comments: 

David  Navagrodsky  of  Local  21  stated  that  the  Commission  had  a  letter  from  the 
Union  on  this  issue  so  he  would  try  not  to  repeat  himself.  He  said  it  was  his 
opinion  that  very  little  work  was  being  done  in  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  at 
the  moment.  Furniture  was  being  brought  in  for  Bechtel  and  their  associates  but 
not  much  work  is  being  done.  He  felt  that  the  Program  Management  package 
included  work  that  was  ongoing  and  was  just  work  that  had  been  bundled  together. 


00-275 


August  22,  2000 


He  felt  that  the  General  Manager's  position  should  be  filled  quickly.  The  State 
Audit  was  correct  but  that  strong  management  was  needed  before  bringing  in  an 
outside  contractor. 

Jim  Buker  also  of  Local  21  urged  consideration  of  the  conflict  of  interest  aspect  as 
the  contract  is  currently  written.  He  felt  that  an  additional  contract  for  peer  review 
services  might  be  advisable.  This  would  address  Board  concerns  and  have  the 
review  under  the  auspices  of  the  Controller.  He  applauded  the  Commission  for 
including  training  and  staff  development  in  the  contract  but  did  not  think  it  wise  to 
have  the  consultant  fully  responsible  for  work  that  would  ultimately  put  them  out  of 
a  job.  Another  contract  on  this  aspect  might  be  advisable.  He  stressed  the 
concern  of  the  membership  that  the  consultants  be  temporary  and  highly 
specialized  to  augment  the  skills  of  the  organization. 

Walter  Johnson,  San  Francisco  Labor  Council,  stated  that  he  agreed  with  David 
Navagrodsky's  remarks.  He  reiterated  the  need  for  a  strong  in-house  manager. 
He  felt  that  it  was  a  form  of  privatization,  and  he  had  strong  feelings  on  this.  He  , 
felt  reconsideration  was  necessary  and  attention  be  paid  to  the  report  of  the 
Budget  Analyst. 

Chris  Daly,  representing  the  Coalition  of  Community  Neighborhood  Organizations 
and  Human  Rights  Equal  Benefits  advocate,  felt  concerned  about  the  contract 
going  to  Bechtel  because  of  their  lack  of  domestic  partner  benefits,  poor 
environmental  record,  employment  history,  and  activities  in  Bolivia.  He  was  also 
concerned  about  cost  overruns  at  the  Big  Dig  in  Boston  and  the  Budget  Analyst's 
report. 

Jim  Jefferson,  representing  the  San  Francisco  Water  Alliance  (SFWA),  stated  that 
the  process  had  been  long  and  protracted  but  that  the  benefits  of  the  length  of  the 
process  had  been  that  the  SFWA  and  the  staff  got  to  know  each  other  better.  He 
felt  that  the  SFWA  was  responsive,  pro-active,  and  cooperative.  SFWA  has  been 
forthright  and  responded  to  all  issues.  The  real  issue  of  securing  the  City's  water 
supply  seems  to  be  lost.  Controls  are  in  the  process  and  they  expect  to  be 
managed.  Mr.  Jefferson  pointed  out  the  need  to  move  the  process  forward. 

Olivia  Chen  spoke  in  support  of  the  project.  She  felt  that  this  was  a  world-class 
team  and  it  was  important  to  get  to  work  on  a  world-class  water  system. 

Ismael  Pugeda,  President  of  Cooper  Pugeda  Management,  Inc.,  spoke  in  support 
of  the  project.  A  minority  consultant  as  part  of  the  SFWA,  he  echoed  the  thoughts 
of  Jim  Jefferson  and  urged  passage  of  the  resolution. 

Beth  Goldstein,  as  part  of  SFWA,  spoke  in  support  of  the  item. 

Art  Jensen  of  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  agreed  with  Mr.  Jefferson  to 
get  the  project  started  and  urged  passage  of  the  resolution. 
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Commissioner  Caen  stated  that  she  wanted  to  applaud  the  direction  given  by  the 
Budget  Analyst  Mr.  Harvey  Rose  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Finance 
Committee.  She  said  putting  in  performance  measures  and  annual  review  by  the 
Board  was  excellent  points.  She  urged  the  Commission  to  move  forward  with  this 
project. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0216:     Approve  the  final  professional  service  agreement 

(Agreement  No.  CS-524),  with  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Alliance  to  provide  program  management  sen^ices  for 
the  SFPUC  Capital  Improvement  Program,  for  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $45,000,000. 

Award 

22.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Contract  No.  CS-520,  Southeast 
Cogeneration  Facility. 

David  Henzl  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power  spoke  to  the  item.  Vice  President 
Makras  asked,  what  the  cost  would  be  if  we  did  not  take  the  5-year  operations  and 
just  wanted  the  plant.  Mr.  Henzl  thought  it  would  increase  by  approximately  one 
cent  per  kilowatt-hour.  Vice  President  Makras  stated  that  the  first  five  years  has 
the  lowest  operating  and  maintenance  (O&M)  cost.  He  asked  why  would  we 
transfer  this  to  a  third  party.  Mr.  Henzl  stated  that  we  wanted  to  transfer  all  the 
O&M  risks  to  the  contractor.  Ms.  Laurie  Park,  Acting  General  Manager  of  Hetch  ' 
Hetchy  Water  &  Power,  stated  that  with  this  particular  plant  we  were  using  digester 
gas  and  although  it  has  been  used  successfully  for  years,  it  is  uncertain  in  some 
areas  and  plants  of  this  type  tend  to  have  problems  in  the  first  three  to  five  years  of 
their  operation.  This  particular  firm  has  extensive  experience  not  only  in  design 
and  construction  but  also  in  operating  many  plants  throughout  the  United  States.  It 
is  better  to  have  them  take  on  the  O  &  M  risk  during  the  first  five  years. 

Vice  President  Makras  also  noted  that  in  the  operating  agreement  there  was  a 
$3,100  per  day  pro  rata  hourly  penalty  if  they  do  not  produce.  Mr.  Henzl  explained 
that  was  a  liquidated  damage  if  they  fail  to  meet  their  availability  guarantee.  Vice 
President  Makras  asked  what  would  happen  if  the  State  asks  the  City  to  turn  off 
power  and  what  would  we  have  to  pay  for  power.  Ms.  Park  explained  that  the 
operating  hours  are  determined  by  SFPUC.  This  particular  developer,  because  of 
competence  and  expertise  in  this  area,  has  guaranteed  a  very  high  operating  load 
factor.  They  are  going  to  be  operating  a  minimum  of  95%  of  the  operable  hours  of 
the  year,  which  is  very  high.  SFPUC  would  only  allow  them  to  shut  down  for 
maintenance  when  we  can  purchase  power  at  a  reasonable  cost  elsewhere. 
Commissioner  Makras  was  concerned  that  they  could  turn  us  off  when  the  power 
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drops  low  and  sell  to  someone  else.  Ms.  Park  stated  that  they  are  not  authorized 
to  sell  power  to  any  other  party.  The  total  output  is  dedicated  to  support  the  load  at 
the  Southeast  Treatment  Plant. 

Vice  President  Makras  stated  that  although  he  liked  the  project  he  felt  it  had  not 
been  demonstrated  that  it  was  in  the  PUC's  best  interest  to  do  this  on  the  O  &  M 
portion.  If  we  approve  this,  then  staff  should  give  us  a  turnkey  on  O  &  M  on 
everything  we  do.  He  suggested  looking  at  every  project  in  this  fashion  and 
pointed  out  the  need  to  focus  on  our  capital  projects  and  perhaps  not  venture  into 
rather  unknown  waters. 

President  Normandy  asked  that  this  be  continued  to  the  next  scheduled  meeting. 
Ms.  Park  stated  that  there  were  two  contracts  before  the  Commission  -  one  for 
design  and  build  and  the  other  is  for  operation  &  maintenance. 

Commissioner  Cook  stated  that  this  was  the  beginning  of  privatization  and  he  was 
concerned  about  going  along  this  road. 

Moved  by  President  Normandy,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  continue 
Item  22  to  the  next  regular  meeting  scheduled  on  September  12,  2000;  passed  (5- 
0)  unanimously. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Award  Contract  No.  CS-520,  Southeast  Cogeneration 

Facility,  to  Sierra  Detroit  Diesel  Allison  to  design,  build, 
operate,  and  maintain  a  2-megawatt  cogeneration 
facility  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  . 
for  a  total  contract  amount  of  $4,334,282.47. 

Amend 

23.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Contract  No.  CS-441,  Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  Treatment  Project. 

Patty  Mallet  spoke  to  the  item.  President  Normandy  asked  the  General  Manager  if 
this  was  truly  an  extension  of  the  amount  and  the  term  or  was  it  part  of  the  ongoing 
process  approved  by  the  Commission  a  couple  of  years  ago.  Mr.  Muliane 
explained  that  it  was  an  extension  of  time  and  cost  but  that  it  was  a  phased-in 
approach  approved  by  previous  Commissions  and  various  members  of  the  current 
Commission  probably  approved  the  decision. 

Vice  President  Makras  moved  the  item,  as  he  felt  it  had  been  approved  originally, 
and  it  was  not  a  candidate  for  the  Program  Management  contract.  We  were 
maximizing  in-house  staff,  and  it  is  important  to  keep  the  project  on  track. 

Commissioner  Cook  had  some  reservations  regarding  a  seven-year  ongoing 
relationship  with  this  contractor.  He  asked  what  was  the  next  phase  after  funding 
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finishes  in  year  2002.  IVls.  IVlallet  said  that  as  UEB  and  DPW  would  be  doing  the 
construction,  this  would  terminate  the  San  Francisco  Water  Team's  involvement  in 
the  project.  Commissioner  Cook  said  that  if  it  was  going  to  be  continued  any 
further,  it  should  be  put  out  to  bid. 

Mr.  Art  Jensen  explained  the  importance  of  the  project  to  BAWUA  agencies  that 
also  have  permits  with  the  Department  of  Health  Services  and  contend  with  the 
same  deadline.  If  the  City  is  unable  to  meet  the  deadline,  everyone  receives 
compliance  orders. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-1)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0217:     Authorize  the  Manager  of  the  Utilities  Engineering 

Bureau  to  execute  Amendment  No.  4  to  Contract  No. 
CS-441,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project,  with 
the  San  Francisco  Water  Team  increasing  the  contract 
amount  by  $700,000  and  extending  the  term  by  23 
months  to  December  2001 . 

CLOSED  SESSION 

24.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  none. 

25.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

At  3:08  P.M.,  the  meeting  recessed. 

At  3:20  P.M.,  the  Commission  went  into  Closed  Session  to  discuss  the  following: 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956. 9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8:  . 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Plaintiff  and  as  Defendant 

Property:  500+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property 

on  Bernal  Avenue  in  Alameda  County 

Parties  Negotiating:  Lymburn/Malamut 

City  of  Pleasanton 

Under  Negotiation:       Terms  and  Conditions 
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Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  Jolin  P. 
Mullane,  Jr.,  Acting  Utilities  General  Counsel  Donn  Furman,  Commission 
Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  Mayor's  Office  of  Economic  Development  Director 
Emilio  Cruz,  Deputy  City  Attorneys  John  Malamut  and  Charles  Sullivan. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  reconvened  in  open 
session  at  3:37  p.m. 

27.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  no  action  was  taken  during  Closed  Session. 

28.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  not  to  disclose 
the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  3:39  P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0207 


WHEREAS,  Dorothy  Bowman  joined  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  in 
March,  1998  when  she  was  appointed  Manager  of  the  Bureau  of  Personnel  and  Training;  and 

WHEREAS,  She  supervised  five  units  and  40  employees  in  delivering  a  variety  of 
Human  Resource  services  to  2,000  SFPUC  managers,  supervisors,  and  employees  and  achieved 
enormous  success  for  the  SFPUC  by  exercising  firm  and  consistent  leadership  for  the  Human 
Resources  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  She  contended  with  a  system  that  was  complex  and  time  consuming,  but 
still  provided  timely  and  necessary  support  for  the  organization  by  integrating  new  staff, 
retraining  old  staff,  instilling  a  customer  service  mentality,  and  always  pushing  to  exceed 
expectations;  and 

WHEREAS,  Dorothy  Bowman  set  up  procedures  and  systems  that  achieved  change 
organization  wide  that  will  benefit  the  SFPUC  long  beyond  her  tenure;  and 

WHEREAS,  She  reduced  the  vacancy  rate  from  over  15%  to  less  than  8%;  completed 
EEO  training  in  three  separate  classes  to  all  2,000  staff  members;  completed  supervisory  training 
for  all  400  supervisors;  developed  a  Workplace  Violence  Prevention  program  that  is  a  model  for 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  developed  and  implemented  automated  programs  to 
provide  needed  reports  to  managers;  and  developed  and  implemented  a  supervisory  handbook  on 
the  intranet,  which  provides  easy  access  and  current,  relevant  information  to  SFPUC  supervisors 
and  managers;  and  in  each  of  these  specific  accomplishments,  set  a  standard  of  excellence  that 
manifested  itself  in  crucial  support  for  the  mission  of  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  She  has  been  firm  but  fair,  a  stickler  for  procedures  and  rules  without  being 
unnecessarily  bureaucratic,  and  has  through  her  uncompromising  work  ethic,  her  sense  of  fair 
play,  and  her  sense  of  humor,  earned  the  respect  of  her  subordinates,  her  fellow  managers,  and 
her  client  divisions  and  bureaus;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  wishes  to  state  that  it 
has  been  an  honor  and  a  privilege  to  work  with  Dorothy  Bowman  and  that  the  SFPUC  is  grateful 
for  her  single-handed  success  in  providing  needed  service;  and,  be  it  further 
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RESOLVED,  That  although  the  SFPUC  will  continue  to  benefit  from  her  work  and  the 
systems  she  established,  the  Commission  and  staff  will  miss  her  presence,  wisdom,  and 
expertise;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  members  of  the  Commission  extend  their  thanks  to  Dorothy 
Bowman  and  their  best  wishes  for  success  in  all  her  future  endeavors. 


I  hereby  certify  tfiat  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of     August  22,  ZOOO 


Secrp(ary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0208 


WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  has  a  Water  Main  Replacement 
Program  to  provide,  over  time,  for  systematic  replacement  of  old  mains  with  new  ductile  iron 
mains  to  reduce  the  vulnerability  of  the  water  distribution  system  to  future  earthquakes,  to 
provide  better  flow  and  pressure,  and  to  improve  water  quality;  and 

WHEREAS,  final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2215,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Sacramento  Street 
between  Divisadero  Street  and  Gough  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $828,300;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  the  Water  Department  FY  2000-2001  Capital 
Improvement  Program  budget.  Project  CUW870  -  Main  Replacement  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  subcontracting  goals  of  19%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  have  been  established  and 
approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Capital  Improvement  Program  projects  to  be 
categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2215,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation 
in  Sacramento  Street  between  Divisadero  Street  and  Gough  Street,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract,  to  receive  and 
evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resoiutipn  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  'j^^^  2  2000 


many,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0209 


WHEREAS,  to  ensure  the  safety  of  both  SFWD  personnel  and  the  public,  and  to  provide 
reliable  water  supply  and  transmission  system  operations  during  a  seismic  event,  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2358,  Seismic  Anchorage  of  Equipment  at  Crystal  Springs 
Pump  Station,  Pulgas  Pump  Station,  and  Polhemus  Treatment  Facility,  will  provide  a  needed 
seismic  retrofit  of  existing  facilities  at  an  estimated  cost  of  $250,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  the  construction  contract  work  is  $250,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  contract  will  be  available  from  the  FYOO/01  budget,  Project 
CUW165  -  Seismic  Anchorage  of  Equipment  -  Sunol;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  25%  MBE  and  8%  WBE  have  been  established 
and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  Contract  No.  WD-2358  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2358,  Seismic  Anchorage  of  Equipment  at 
Crystal  Springs  Pump  Station,  Pulgas  Pump  Station,  and  Polehmus  Treatment  Facility,  and 
authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract,  to 
receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG  2  2 


Secretary, 


y,nFublic  Utilities  Commf^iorT' 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0210 


WHEREAS,  The  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  Maintenance  Program  to 
maintain  and  operate  SFPUC's  sewer  system  throughout  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  Final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-282,  Clean  Brannan  Street  Sewer  Embarcadero  To  Seventh  Street; 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $133,768;  and 

WHEREAS,  fiinds  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  in  the  Clean  Water 
Program  operating  budget:  and 

WHEREAS,  an  HRC  subcontracting  goal  of  25%  combined  MBE/WBE  participation  has 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  Contract  No.  CW-282  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for 
Contract  No.  CW-282,  Clean  Brannan  Street  Sewer,  Embarcadero  to  Seventh  Street,  and 
authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said 
contract,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation 
for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  tliat  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AiJR  2  2  2000 


Secretary,  PubliaUtilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0211 


WHEREAS,  On  February  22,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0067,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-240,  Bertita  Street/Russia  Avenue/South  Hill  Boulevard/Stillings  Avenue  Sewer 
Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  Bertita 
Street  from  Seneca  Avenue  to  end  of  Easement,  Russia  Avenue  from  Lisbon  Street  to  Madrid 
Street,  South  Hill  Boulevard  from  Geneva  Avenue  to  Prague  Street;  and  Stillings  Avenue  from 
Malta  Drive  to  Congo  Street;  and  to  renovate  the  street  pavement  on  Stillings  Avenue  from 
Teresita  Boulevard  to  Congo  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  was  advertised  on  April  11,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  4  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  May  11,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Staff  review  of  the  bids  for  responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts 
resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.  as  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible 
bidder  with  a  bid  of  $5 14,693;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $550,495,  of  which 
$296,400  is  for  the  sewer  work  and  $254,095  is  for  the  pavement  renovation;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  the  sewer  portion  of  this  contract  as  bid  ($283,045)  are  available 
from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  01 05 J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS 
Project  No.  CENRNRH 10840).  Funds  for  the  street  reconstruction  work  as  bid  ($231,648)  are 
available  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  /  Bureau  of  Engineering  Program  20  Sales  Tax 
Funds  under  Job  Order  No.  7449E  (Fund  3C/SIF/UNA,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENTRNSR4940); 
and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  22%  MBE  and  8%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts,  and  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.  is  committed  to 
meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-240,  Bertita  Street/Russia  Avenue/South  Hill  Boulevard/Stillings  Avenue 
Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $514,693  to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible  bidder, 
Harty  Pipelines,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        AUG  Z  Z  2QQQ 


Secretary,  Puafic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0212 


WHEREAS,  on  March  28,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0088,  the  Pubhc  Utihties 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-256,  California  Street  and  3"*  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for 
proposals  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  California  Street  from  Gough  to  Octavia  Streets  and 
from  Cherry  Street  to  Commonwealth  Avenue  and  at  the  3"'  Avenue  and  Geary  Boulevard 
intersection;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  May  6.  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  6  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  June  8,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualificafions.  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  J.  Flores 
Construction  Company,  Inc.,  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder  with  a 
bid  of  $201, 896.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $193,890;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order 
No.  01 18J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRHl  1840);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  17%  MBE  and  8%  WEE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Plarming  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  California  Envirormiental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-256,  California  Street  and  3"*  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of 
$201,896.00  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  J.  Flores  Construction 
Company,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resokjtjpn  was^dopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUb  ^  4  CuwTj   ^7  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0213 


WHEREAS,  on  February  8,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0049,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2278, 
Crystal  Springs  Pipeline  No.  2  Section  3  and  Sunset  Supply  Pipeline  Cathodic  Protection,  to 
American  Construction  &  Supply.  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  April  12,  2000  and  the  contract 
completion  date  was  August  10,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  for  $480,000  and  the  duration  was  120 
consecutive  calendar  days); 

WHEREAS,  a  modification  of  the  contract  is  necessary  to  collect  corrosion  control  data 
prior  to  the  activation  of  the  cathodic  protection  rectifiers,  that  will  delay  the  completion  of  the 
contract  by  90  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  cost  of  this  contract  modification  work  is  $15,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  the  modification  are  available  in  Project  CUW107  -  Provide 
Pipeline  Cathodic  Protection;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  has  reviewed  the  scope  of 
work  for  Contract  Modification  No.  1  and  approved  that  the  17%  MBE  and  4%  WBE 
participation  will  not  apply  to  Contract  Modification  No.  1 ;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1  to  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2278,  Crystal  Springs  Pipeline  No.  2  Section  3 
and  Sunset  Supply  Pipeline  Cathodic  Protection,  for  a  debit  amount  of  $15,000  and  a  total 
contract  amount  of  $495,000,  and  to  extend  the  time  allowance  for  this  contract  by  90 
consecutive  calendar  days  to  November  8,  2000. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        AUG  2  2  2060^)  .         /;  ^  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0214 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-142,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Security  System  Improvements  by  the 
contractor,  Schram  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  March  8,  1999,  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  October  18,  1999;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $620,000  and  for  a  duration  of  180 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1  was  issued  in  the  debit  amount  of  $61,538  and 
increased  the  contract  amount  to  $681,538  to  accommodate  additional  work  and  equipment 
required  to  install  a  card  access  reader,  electric  strike,  and  gate  operator  controls;  repair  of 
electric  conduits  for  the  security  monitoring  system;  and  other  miscellaneous  security  items  to 
maintain  the  safe  operation  of  the  security  systems;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  2  (Final)  is  being  requested  for  a  time  extension 
of  45  calendar  days  to  accommodate  the  additional  change  order  work;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order 
No.  1250N  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRR85940);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established  MBE/WBE 
subcontractor  participation  goals  of  25%  combined  MBE/WBE;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-142,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Security  System 
Improvements;  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  2  (Final)  for  a  time  extension  of  45  calendar 
days  for  a  new  contract  duration  of  225  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the 
amount  of  $9,600  to  the  contractor,  Schram  Construction,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG  2  2  2Q0Q    y-  ')  ^   


Secretary,  Pubtt  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0215 


WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-198,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  250  MOD  Clean  Up  -  Phase  I,  by  the 
contractor,  Schram  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  March  24,  1999,  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  September  5,  1999;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  was  for  an  amount  of  $3,268,410,  and  for  a  duration  of 
165  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1  was  for  a  debit  amount  of  $73,028  with  a  0 
calendar-day  time  extension;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  2  was  for  a  debit  amount  of  $83,273  with  a  0 
calendar-day  time  extension;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  3  (Final)  is  for  a  debit  amount  of  $96,314  with  a 
0  calendar-day  time  extension,  thereby  bringing  the  final  contract  amount  to  $3,512,025;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  the  Clean  Water  Program's  1995  Sewer  Revenue 
Bonds,  Job  Order  No.  I557N  (Fund  5C/CPF/UNA,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENCMPRK7740);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  determined  that  the  contractor 
met  its  established  MBE/WBE  subcontracting  participation  goals  of  19%  MBE  and  6%  WBE; 
now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  for  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-198,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  250  MOD  Clean  Up  - 
Phase  I  and  authorizes  final  payment  to  Schram  Construction,  Inc.  in  the  amount  of  $25,000. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG  2  2  2000/  ]  •         /?  ^ 


Secretary,  Puolic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  0  ^ -^2\B 


WHEREAS,  the  Program  Management  Services  Agreement,  CS-524,  is  an 
integral  part  of  the  SFPUC  Capital  Improvement  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Program  Management  Services  Agreement  must  be  approved  by 
the  S.F.  Public  Utilities  Commission  and  by  the  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors,  and 
certified  by  the  City  Controller;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Commission  approved  a  draft  agreement  with  the  San  Francisco 
Water  Alliance  by  Resolution  No.  00-0130  on  May  10,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  specific  performance  measures  and  the  requirement  for  Board  of 
Supervisors  action  on  annual  agreement  renewal  have  been  incorporated  into  the  final 
agreement;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  cost  of  services  is  not  to  exceed  $45,000,000  over  four  years;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  the  annual  program  management 
appropriation  (Index  Code  522241)  and  the  annual  capital  appropriations  from  Water 
Enterprise,  Clean  Water  Enterprise  and  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  goals  of  30%  MBE  and  10%  WBE  participation  in  the  first 
year  with  annual  increases  of  2%  for  MBE  and  1%  for  WBE  have  been  approved  for  this 
agreement  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  and  committed  to  by  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Alliance;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  has  confirmed  that  the  San  Francisco  Water  Alliance  is  in 
compliance  with  Chapter  12B,  Equal  Benefits  Requirement;  now  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  professional 
services  agreement  (Agreement  No.  CS-524,  Program  Management  Services)  with  the 
San  Francisco  Water  Alliance  to  provide  program  management  services,  for  an  amount 
not  to  exceed  $45,000,000,  for  the  SFPUC  Capital  Improvement  Program;  and  further 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  authorizes  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  to 
execute  the  agreement  after  approval  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG  2  2  20UU^-x    

Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0217 


WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  awarded  the  San  Francisco  Water  Team  (SFWT)  a  contract  for  Phase 
lA  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project  in  1993  with  provisions  for  contract  amendments  to 
conduct  the  subsequent  project  phases;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  received  the  FiUration  Avoidance  designation  from  the  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  in  1993;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Water  Team  completed  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment 
Project  Phase  1 A  Report  in  August,  1996;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  proposed  Disinfection/Disinfectant  Byproduct  Rule  will  become  effective  on 
January  1,  2002  with  final  implementation  required  by  January  1,  2004;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  seeks  to  maximize  Cryptosporidium  control  in  the  water  supply; 

WHEREAS,  per  Resolufion  No.  97-0169,  this  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved 
Amendment  No.  3  to  the  professional  services  agreement  with  the  San  Francisco  Water  Team  for  the 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project,  Phase  IB  Conceptual  Engineering  and  related  studies  for  an 
agreement  amount  not  to  exceed  $2,498,200;  and 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No.  4  to  the  professional  services  agreement  concerns  Phase  2 
engineering  services  to  provide  the  10  Percent  Design  Report  for  the  chemical  feed  facilities  required 
for  the  SFPUC 's  conversion  to  chloramine,  as  well  as  specialized  engineering  services  needed  to 
support  the  detailed  design  of  these  facilities;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Public  Utilities  Commission  authorizes  the  Manager  of  the  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau  to  execute  Amendment  No.  4  to  the  professional  services  agreement,  CS-441 
Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project,  with  the  San  Francisco  Water  Team,  to  increase  compensation 
by  an  amount  not  to  exceed  $700,000,  and  extend  the  agreement  duration  by  23  months  to  December 
2001. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  AUG  2  2  2000 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1.  Call  to  Order:         1:40  P.M. 

2.  Roll  Call:  Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Commissioner 

Frank  L.  Cook,  Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen 

Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt  arrived  at  1:45  P.M. 
Excused  -    Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  June  27,  2000  and  July  11,  2000;  passed  (4-0) 
unanimously. 

4.  Communications 

No  action  was  taken. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 
There  was  no  discussion. 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Caen  requested  staff  to  calendar  the  Year-end  Financial  Reports 
and  the  Grand  Jury  Report  at  the  next  meeting  for  discussion  purposes. 
Commissioner  Cook  also  requested  a  discussion  about  overtime. 

President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  recommend  a  policy  regarding  public  access 
to  the  Sunol  Temple  that  is  somewhat  similar  to  the  policy  at  Pulgas  Temple.  He 
would  like  this  as  soon  as  possible. 

President  Normandy  requested  staff  to  report  to  the  Commission  at  the  next 
meeting  regarding  staff  interaction  with  the  Mayor's  Infrastructure  Task  Force. 

President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  report  to  the  Commission  concerning  fleet  car 
maintenance  as  soon  as  conveniently  possible. 

President  Normandy  requested  staff  to  respond  to  the  California  Policy  Research 
Center  indicating  that  while  this  Commission  is  subject  to  all  Sunshine  Laws,  all 
documents  are  available  to  the  Research  Center;  but  he  felt  that  the  Commission 
is  overly  burdened  and  if  we  are  to  get  on  with  business,  then  we  should 
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respectfully  decline  active  participation  by  staff.  Commissioners  Cook,  Caen,  and 
Bhatt  concurred.  Commissioner  Caen  stated  that  she  also  would  like  to  find  out 
the  true  nature  of  the  inquiry. 

Report  of  the  General  Manager 

John  P.  Mullane,  Jr.,  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  suggested  continuance  of 
Item  20  to  the  call  of  the  Chair  as  requested  by  Commissioner  Makras. 

Mr.  Mullane  reported  on  the  event  last  Saturday  honoring  not  only  the  beauty  of 
the  restored  Sunol  Water  Temple  but  also  the  work  of  President  Normandy  and 
numerous  individuals  in  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  and  Water  Supply  and 
Treatment  Division.  Paula  Kehoe  spearheaded  the  festivities.  Mayor  Brown 
attended  the  event.  Mr.  Mullane  congratulated  everyone  who  made  the  event 
possible. 

Mr.  Mullane  reported  that  SFPUC  sent  the  six-month  update  to  the  State  Auditor , 
on  the  Audit  of  the  PUC. 

With  regard  to  the  Grand  Jury  Report,  Mr.  Mullane  noted  that  staff  is  working  to 
respond  to  the  Grand  Jury  within  60  days.  He  said  the  most  contentious  issue  was 
overtime.  Supervisor  Ammiano  is  scheduling  a  hearing  before  the  Finance 
Committee  for  select  department  heads  concerning  overtime.  The  Mayor's  Office 
is  looking  at  current  year's  usage  and  will  ask  us  to  respond  to  various  questions 
on  how  we  plan  to  stay  within  our  boundaries  this  year.  The  Controller  is 
generating  data  on  the  issue.  SFPUC  is  doing  an  internal  audit  through  our 
Finance  Bureau  to  crunch  numbers  and  look  at  current  practices  to  see  if 
modification  of  operations  could  be  done  and  make  recommendations. 

a.     Update  on  the  Calfed  Process. 

Michael  Carlin,  Manager  of  the  Bureau  of  Strategic  and  Systems  Planning, 
provided  an  update  on  the  CalFed  process.  CALFED  is  a  consortium  of 
Federal  and  State  agencies  brought  together  over  the  past  several  years  to 
address  California  water  needs.  The  SFPUC  have  been  a  participant  since 
its  inception.  So  far,  an  environmental  document  has  been  issued  and  a 
Record  of  Decision  signed  by  the  Governor  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
which  lays  out  a  number  of  actions  to  take  place  over  the  next  seven  years. 
Some  will  require  legislation  and  some  will  require  funding.  There  is  now  a 
blue  print  out  there. 

Mr.  Carlin  talked  about  San  Francisco's  interests  in  protecting  the  Tuolumne 
and  local  watershed  eco  systems;  diversifying  our  water  portfolio,  maintaining 
high  quality  water  supply,  and  promoting  water  conservation  and  making  sure 
that  these  are  all  taken  into  consideration. 
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Mr.  Carlin  noted  that  CALFED  process  has  given  SFPUC  access  to  the  water 
transfer  market.  This  is  extremely  important  in  a  drought,  as  our  existing 
system  does  not  meet  our  needs.  There  is  a  call  in  the  Record  Decision  for 
water  use  efficiencies  to  fund  water  conservation  at  the  local  and  regional 
level.  Proposition  13  recently  passed  by  the  State  of  California  has  such 
monies  in  it  and  we  will  pursue  this.  Federal  and  State  monies  are  also 
earmarked  for  recycled  water  plants.  We  have  done  much  planning  on  this 
both  in-city  and  in  the  service  area  and  we  will  bring  these  back  to  the 
Commission  so  that  we  can  apply  for  funds  to  construct  projects.  Funds  of  $4 
million  have  already  been  secured  for  ecosystem  restoration  on  the  Tuolumne 
River,  in  partnership  with  Modesto  and  Turlock  Irrigation  Districts.  It  is  being 
looked  at  closely  as  a  model  for  much  of  Northern  California  river  systems. 
Money  is  also  available  for  watershed  protection.  There  is  talk  about  buying 
land  for  inclusion  in  watershed. 

Mr.  Carlin  discussed  the  Bay  Area  interests  involving  additional  sources  of 
water,  inter-system  transfers,  and  regional  water  recycling.  SFPUC's  dry  year 
supply  is  not  sufficient  to  carry  us  through  a  historical  drought.  He  talked 
about  the  Bay  Area  districts  having  different  supplies  and  different  qualities  of 
water  and  how  they  can  all  get  together  to  serve  respective  future  needs. 
There  will  be  a  meeting  on  September  20,  2000  to  talk  about  regional 
solutions  that  President  Normandy  is  scheduled  to  attend.  Regional  recycling 
is  also  of  interest  as  to  how  it  can  help  the  overall  water  picture. 

Infrastructure  funding  has  to  be  addressed  whether  at  the  Federal  or  State 
level  and  whether  there  are  participants  willing  to  sign  on  with  San  Francisco 
to  build  facilities  that  will  fulfill  the  future  water  needs  of  the  Bay  Area. 

Update  on  the  South  East  Solids  Handling  Project  (Digesters) 

Mr.  Carlin  gave  a  presentation  on  the  status  of  the  Southeast  Solids  Handling 
Project  using  electronic  slides.  He  acknowledged  Bill  Keaney  and  Jon 
Loiacono  who  played  integral  roles  on  the  project. 

Mr.  Cartin  noted  that  the  project  is  necessary  since  the  existing  digesters  are 
about  50  years  old.  They  are  starting  to  fail  and  costly  to  operate.  They  are 
also  the  source  of  odors  emanating  into  the  Community. 

Mr.  Cadin  showed  slides  of  the  different  sites  being  considered  to  build  the 
digesters,  The  intent  was  to  move  the  digester  facility  further  away  from 
residences  but  closer  to  the  treatment  plant.  Tucking  the  digesters  in  with 
existing  infrastructure  was  one  of  the  alternative  solutions.  They  are  also 
looking  at  remote  sites  but  it  could  affect  operation  and  maintenance  costs. 

As  to  the  project  schedule,  Mr.  Carlin  reported  that  the  environmental  review 
would  be  issued  in  mid-October.  Staff  would  then  ask  Commission's  approval 
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to  issue  a  Request  for  Proposal  for  a  design  contract.  The  schedule  had 
been  cut  a  year  off  the  original  time  frame  due  to  good  work  by  the 
Engineering  staff. 

The  estimated  cost  of  the  project  is  around  $240  million.  Financing  options 
would  need  to  be  discussed  once  the  environmental  document  is  out  and 
when  we  have  a  better  idea  of  the  design  contract.  There  is  not  enough 
money  in  hand  to  complete  the  entire  design  and  there  is  definitely  no  money 
for  construction. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  what  was  the  completion  date.  Mr.  Carlin  said 
about  2004. 

Hetch  Hetchy  Business  Development 

Laurie  Park,  Acting  General  Manager  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power,  spoke 
to  the  item.  There  has  been  a  lot  of  correspondence  lately  on  electric 
emergencies  in  California.  After  the  December  1998  outage,  we  became  very 
aware  about  how  precarious  the  City's  situation  in  particular  was.  Hetchy  is 
unique  in  that  we  have  our  own  power  supply  and  market  share.  We  are 
strategizing  how  to  merge  our  activities;  i.e.  how  to  keep  the  power  flowing  in 
San  Francisco  and  at  the  same  time  mitigate  the  adverse  impacts  on  Hetchy 
given  the  price  volatility  in  the  market.  The  basic  answer  that  emerged  was 
to  build  generation.  No  one  wants  it  in  their  back  yard,  but  the  reality  is  that 
San  Francisco  needs  it.  Our  transmission  system  is  insufficient  to  support  our 
entire  load  especially  given  the  rapid  rate  of  growth.  We  have  initiated 
discussions  with  a  number  of  power  developers  who  are  interested  in  siting 
power  plants  in  San  Francisco  and  on  the  Peninsula.  We  have  been  talking  ' 
to  a  lot  of  independent  developers  about  opportunities.  There  has  been  a 
proposal  to  build  a  plant  at  the  Airport.  They  are  also  talking  to  the  parent 
company  of  San  Francisco  Thermal  who  operates  the  steam  heat  in  the 
downtown/Civic  Center  area.  They  are  looking  at  sites  on  the  Civic  Center 
Loop,  thus  addressing  an  environmental  justice  issue  putting  the  plant  where 
the  demand  is  highest  and  having  a  direct  connection  to  facilities  like  City 
Hall,  they  will  be  bringing  a  proposal  to  the  Commission  in  a  couple  of 
months. 

Ms.  Park  noted  that  the  Muni  Third  Street  Light  Rail  Project  is  working  with 
SFPUC  about  dropping  conduit  into  Third  Street.  Staff  had  talked  to  ConAgra 
Foods  in  Oakdale  about  tapping  in  the  system  and  it  could  help  with  price 
mitigation. 

In  regard  to  the  Demand  Reduction  Program,  the  City  is  anticipating  $5 
million  in  revenue  and  thinking  of  doubling  the  program.  We  are  also  gearing 
up  to  do  an  aggressive  energy  efficiency  program  and  this  catapulted  us  to 
address  reliable  power  on  issues  of  public  health  and  safety.  We  have  been 
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on  the  verge  of  Stage  3  rolling  black  outs  a  number  of  days.  We  are  looking 
at  possible  use  of  solar  on  traffic  signals.  Also  BART  and  MUNI  being 
assured  of  reliable  power.  Lots  of  people  are  coming  to  see  us  with 
innovative  offers.  Wind  turbines  on  watershed  lands  between  San  Antonio 
and  Calaveras  reservoirs  are  ideas  being  thought  about. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  in  light  of  the  problems  experienced  by  San 
Diego,  he  requested  staff  to  investigate  risk  management  products  and 
services  and  bring  the  information  to  the  Commission  for  a  policy  decision. 

President  Normandy  commended  Ms.  Park  and  her  staff  on  the  work  they  are 
doing. 

Mr.  Mullane  reported  that  CBS  News  aired  a  news  story  in  connection  with  the 
Napa  Earthquake  and  SFPUC  infrastructure.  A  videotape  of  the  story  was  played. 

8.  Public  Comments 

There  were  no  public  comments. 

LEASES  AND  PERMITS 

9.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  Public 
Utilities  Commission  land  located  at  the  Southeast  Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps 
Street  between  Jerrold  and  Galvez  Avenues.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of 
August  22,  2000.  Proposed  for  continuance  to  unspecified  date.) 

Staff  Recommendation:    Declare  the  substation  parcel  property  as  surplus;  requeist 

the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  and  submit  a 
legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  accommodate 
the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  2,968  sq.  ft.  of  land  owned  by 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  located  at  the  Southeast 
Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps  Street  between  Jerrold  and 
Galvez  Avenues  to  the  Public  Transportation 
Commission,  at  historical  cost  of  $2,166.64  to  construct 
an  electrical  substation  building;  adopt  the  findings  Under 
the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  for 
approval  of  the  Light  Rail  Alternative;  and  adopt  mitigation 
measures  described  on  the  findings. 

Item  9  was  continued  to  unspecified  date. 
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REGULAR 


10.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  3  Repair 
Project. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-021 8:     Approve  an  additional  $1 ,750,000  for  emergency  work 

to  detect  and  repair  corrosion  in  San  Joaquin  Pipeline 
No.  3  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Aqueduct;  and  request  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  approve  the  increased 
expenditure  of  funds. 


CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 

Advertise 

1 1 .  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2354. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0219:     Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications;  and 

authorize  bid  call  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department. 
No.  WD-2354,  San  Pedro  Valve  Lot  Improvements. 

Award 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  Items  12 
and  13;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

12.  Resolution  No.  00-0220:     Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2286,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Leavenworth  Street  from  Broadway  to  Vallejo  Street 
and  from  Green  Street  to  Chestnut  Street,  in  the 
amount  of  $397,835  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible 
and  responsive  bidder,  JMB  Construction. 

13.  Resolution  No.  00-0221:     Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2331,  Sutro  Reservoir  Erosion  Control,  in  the 
amount  of  $1 ,623,069  to  the  lowest  qualified, 
responsible,  and  responsive  bidder,  Mitchell 
Engineering. 
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Close 


14.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2216. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0222:     Accept  work  performed  under  San  Francisco  Water 

Department  Contract  No.  WD-2216,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron 
Main  Installation  in  24*^  Street  between  Potrero  Avenue 
and  Vermont  Street,  and  in  25^^  Street  between  Mission 
and  Harrison  Streets;  approve  Contract  Modification  No. 
2  in  the  credit  amount  of  $29,029;  and  authorize  final 
payment  of  $5,000  to  E.  Mitchell,  Inc. 

15.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
105. 

Michael  Quan,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager,  noted  that  the  contractor 
exceeded  the  MBE  subcontracting  goals  in  this  contract. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0223:     Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-1 05.  Broderick/Fell/Sutter  Streets 
Sewer  Replacement;  approve  Contract  Modification  No. 
1  in  the  debit  amount  of  $1 1 ,322.80  for  a  total  contract 
amount  of  $309,322.80  and  time  extension  of  63 
calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment  of 
$78,659.80  to  K.  J.  Woods  Construction,  Inc. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  Items  16 
and  17;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

16.  Resolution  No.  00-0224:     Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-1 19,  Day/Congo/Marston/Cuvier 
Sewer  Replacement;  approve  Contract  Modification  No. 
1  in  the  credit  amount  of  $7,610  for  a  total  contract 
amount  of  $396,830;  and  authorize  final  payment  of 
$17,927  to  Shaw  Pipeline. 


00-288 


September  12,  2000 


17.  Resolution  No.  00-0225:     Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-157,  EvergladeA/ictoria/Revere/ 
Bridgeview  Sewer  Replacement;  approve  Contract 
Modification  No.  1  in  the  credit  amount  of  $145  for  a 
total  contract  amount  of  $384,925;  approve  a  time 
extension  of  69  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final 
payment  of  $28,737  to  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc. 

18.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
161. 

The  contractor,  K.  J.  Woods,  did  not  meet  the  subcontracting  goals.  The  overage 
for  MBE  contracting  goals  for  CW-105  (Item  15)  was  applied  to  cover  the 
deficiency  for  this  contract. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the  . 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0226:     Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-161,  5'^21'' Avenues  and  California 
Street  Sewer  Replacement;  approve  Contract 
Modification  No.  1  in  the  debit  amount  of  $80,350  for  a 
total  contract  amount  of  $408,350  and  time  extension  of 
239  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment  of 
$105,438  to  K.J.  Woods  Construction,  Inc. 

PROFESSIONAL  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 

Advertise 

19.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Contract  No.  CS-520  (Design  and 
Construction  of  a  Cogeneration  Facility  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control 
Plant). 

Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  Commissioner  Makras  advised  that  he  had  no  problerns 
with  this  contract,  but  that  he  had  concerns  about  the  operations  and  maintenance 
contract  related  to  this  item. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0227:     Award  a  design-build  contract  to  Sierra  Detroit  Diesel 

Allison  to  design  and  build  a  cogeneration  plant  at  the 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  for  $3,181,742. 
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20.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Contract  No.  CS-520  (Operation  and 
Maintenance  of  a  Cogeneration  Facility  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control 
Plant). 

Staff  Recommendation:      Award  a  contract  to  Sierra  Detroit  Diesel  Allison  to 

operate  and  maintain  a  cogeneration  plant  at  the 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  for  a  period  of 
up  to  five  years  following  Commercial  Operation  for 
$1,157,540. 

Item  20  was  continued  to  the  next  meeting. 
Amend 

21.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Contract  CS-525,  Specialized 
Engineering  Services. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0228:     Authorize  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to 

execute  Amendment  No.  1  to  Contract  No.  CS-525, 
Specialized  Engineering  Services,  amending  the 
original  list  of  tasks  authorized  by  the  PUC. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


22.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  was  none. 

23.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  met  in  Closed  Session  at  2:55  P.M.  to  discuss  the 
following  matters: 
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24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956. 9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Plaintiff  and  as  Defendant 

Property:  500+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property 

on  Bernal  Avenue  in  Alameda  County 

Parties  Negotiating:  Lymburn/Malamut 

City  of  Pleasanton 

Under  Negotiation:       Terms  and  Conditions 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  Bernal  Project 
Consultant  Bruce  Lymburn,  Deputy  City  Attorney  John  Malamut,  and  Mayor's 
Office  of  Economic  Development  Director  Emilio  Cruz. 

No  action  was  taken. 

25.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.8: 

Property:  Balboa  Reservoir  Property  at  Phelan  and  Ocean  Avenue 

Parties  Negotiating:      CCSF  -  Dowd/Kubick 

San  Francisco  City  College 
Under  Negotiation:        Price  and  Terms 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  Bureau  of 
Commercial  Land  Management  Director  Gary  Dowd,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
Project  Manager  Karen  Kubick,  and  City  Distribution  Division  staff  Howard  Fung. 

No  action  was  taken. 

26.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section  ■ 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  and  Bureau  of 
Personnel  &  Training  Acting  Manager  Therese  Madden. 

No  action  was  taken. 
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Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session  at  3:15 


27.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  there  were  no  actions  taken  during  Closed 
Session. 

28.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  not  to  disclose 
the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  3:16  P.M. 


P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0218 


WHEREAS,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  adopted  Resolution  99-0304  on 
December  14,  1999,  ratifying  the  Declaration  of  Emergency  made  by  the  President  of  the 
Commission  on  November  19,  1999,  and  approving  expenditure  of  funds  up  to  $610,000 
to  locate  and  repair  damage  caused  by  corrosion  to  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No. 3,  and 

WHEREAS,  as  detection  and  repair  work  progressed,  PUC  staff  became  aware 
that  the  extent  of  corrosion  was  much  greater  than  originally  estimated,  and  staff 
developed  a  new  estimate  of  $4,210,000  required;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  March  14,  2000,  the  Commission  adopted  resolution  No.  00-0079 
approving  the  expenditure  of  funds  in  the  total  amount  of  $4,210,000  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  approved  expenditure  of  these  funds  by  Board  Resolution  No.  401-00 
approved  by  the  Mayor  on  May  1 9,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  in  the  performance  of  recent  work,  the  pipeline  has  been  found  to 
have  extensive  corrosion  not  only  at  the  pipeline  joints  but  along  the  sides  of  the  pipe, 
thereby  requiring  substantially  more  emergency  repair  work,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  latest  estimate  is  of  an  additional  amount  of  funding  of 
$1,750,000  required  to  make  the  repairs,  and 

WHEREAS,  funding  for  the  repairs  is  currently  available  in  Hetch  Hetchy  Project 
CUH762  -  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  Repair;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  expenditure  of  additional 
funds  in  the  amount  of  $1,750,000  for  a  total  expenditure  of  $5,960,000  to  detect  and 
repair  corrosion  in  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  3  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Aqueduct;  and  be  it 
further, 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  requests  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  approve 
the  additional  expenditure  of  funds  in  the  amount  of  $1,750,000,  for  a  new  total  amount 
of  $5,960,000,  to  detect  and  repair  corrosion  in  San  Joaquin  Pipeline  No.  3  in  the  Hetch 
Hetchy  Aqueduct. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  SEP  1  2  2QQQ  

Secretary,  Putjilj/t  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0219 


WHEREAS,  In  the  event  of  sudden  rupture  of  a  San  Andreas  and  Sunset  Supply 
pipelines,  the  Water  Supply  &  Treatment  Division  would  require  new  valves  and  control 
equipment  to  perform  urgent  operations  at  the  San  Pedro  Valve  Lot;  and 

WHEREAS,  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.WD-2354,  San  Pedro  Valve 
Lot  Improvements,  will  provide  remotely-actuated  valves  to  perform  these  operations;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $991,800;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  contract  are  available  from  CUW135  -  New  Line  and 
Bypass  Valves;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  17%  MBE  and  7%  WEE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  that  project  San  Pedro  Valve  Lot  Improvements  to  be  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications 
for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2354,  San  Pedro  Valve  Lot 
Improvements,  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids 
for  said  contract,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a 
recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of      g^p  ]_  £  2Q0Q  


Secretary, 


vblic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0220 


WHEREAS,  on  April  25,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0112,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Contract  No.  WD-2286,  "8-Inch 
Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Leavenworth  Street  fi-om  Broadway  to  Vallejo  Street  and  fi-om 
Green  Street  to  Chestnut  Street",  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to  replace 
approximately  2,550  linear  feet  of  4,  6,  and  8-inch  cast  iron  main  installed  between  1866  and 
1 895  with  8-inch  ductile  iron  mains;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $408,300; 

and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  in  Water  Department  Capital  Improvement  Projects 
budget.  Project  CUW  870  -  Main  Replacement  Program,  Phase  65;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  June  24,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Five  (5)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  3,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  JMB 
Construction  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  20%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  JMB  Construction  is  committed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Water  Main  Replacement  Program  to  be  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2286,  "8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Leavenworth 
Street  from  Broadway  to  Vallejo  Street  and  from  Green  Street  to  Chestnut  Street",  in  the  amount 
of  $397,835,  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JMB  Construction. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  ''^^JP^o^'^^^  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  v?Lr  1  <o  cWU 


Secretary,  PUdHc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0221 


WHEREAS,  on  May  9,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0124,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Contract  No.  WD-2331, 
Sutro  Reservoir  Erosion  Control,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to  provide 
erosion  control  and  drainage  improvements;  and 

WHEREAS,  final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  Contract  No. 
WD-2331,  Sutro  Reservoir  Erosion  Control;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is 
$1,324,715;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  project  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award 
from  Project  CUW672  -  Sutro  Reservoir  Erosion  Control;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  June  3,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  8  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  (July  20,  2000);  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Mitchell 
Engineering  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  20%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  participation 
have  been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance 
Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  Mitchell  Engineering  is  committed  to  meet  these 
goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section 
has  determined  Contract  No.  WD-2331,  Sutro  Reservoir  Erosion  Control,  to  be 
categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  award  of  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2331,  Sutro  Reservoir  Erosion  Control,  in  the 
amount  of  $1,623,069,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder, 
Mitchell  Engineering. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  SEP  1  2  2000 


Secretary,  Puqjnc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0222 


WHEREAS,  Per  the  Resolution  No.  98-0297  on  November  24,  1998,  the  SFPUC 
awarded  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2216,  "8-Inch  Ductile  Iron 
Main  Installation  in  24"^  Street  between  Potrero  Avenue  and  Vermont  Street;  and  in  25"^  Street 
between  Mission  and  Harrison  Streets",  to  the  lowest  responsive  and  responsible  bidder,  E. 
Mitchell,  Inc.  in  the  contract  amount  of  $334,430  with  a  duration  of  120  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  March  15,  1999;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  work  was  completed  on  August  4,  1999,  which  was 
within  120  calendar  days  contract  time  and  23  calendar  days  extension  for  unavoidable  delays; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Per  Resolution  No.  00-0069  on  February  22,  2000,  the  contract  modification 
No.  1  was  issued  in  the  debit  amount  of  $64,815  and  increased  the  contract  amount  to  $399,245 
with  a  30  calendar  days  extension  to  perform  the  pavement  restoration  milling  and  filling  work 
as  required  by  the  DPW  excavation  code  in  effect  after  the  award  of  the  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contractor  completed  the  pavement  restoration  milling  and  filling  work 
on  April  13,  2000,  which  was  within  the  30  days  allowed;  and 

WHEREAS,  fiinds  are  available  in  Water  Department  Capital  Improvement  Projects 
budget.  Project  CUW  870  -  Main  Replacement  Program,  Phase  48;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  determined  that  the  Contractor  has  shown  "good  faith"  effort  to 
achieve  MBE/WBE  subcontractor  participation  goals,  and  achieved  20.25%  MBE  and  16.77% 
WBE;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  the  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2216,  "8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  24""  Street 
between  Potrero  Avenue  and  Vermont  Street;  and  in  25"^  Street  between  Mission  and  Harrison 
Streets",  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  2  (Final)  in  the  credit  amount  of  $29,029,  for  a 
total  contract  amount  of  $370,216;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $5,000  to  the 
Contractor,  E.  Mitchell,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of_    SEP  12  2000 


Secretary,  ffublic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  Sao  Fraacisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0223 


WHEREAS,  the  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  program  to  replace  structurally 
inadequate  sewers;  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-105,  Broderick/Fell/Sutter  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  by  the  contractor,  K.J.  Woods 
Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  start  date  was  January  2,  1999  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  on  May  3,  1999;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  $298,000  and  for  a  duration  of  60 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  is  being  issued  in  the  debit  amount  of 
$11,322.80  and  increases  the  contract  amount  to  $309,322.80  and  extends  the  contract  duration 
by  63  consecutive  calendar  days  due  to  rain  delays  for  a  total  of  123  consecutive  calendar  days; 
and 

WHEREAS,  funds  in  the  amount  of  $298,000  are  available  from  the  1994  Sewer  Bonds 
under  Job  Order  No.  1396N  (Fund  5C/CPF/95A,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENSR4SI0640),  and 
$10,128  from  the  Department  of  Public  Work's  Pavement  Renovation  Program  under  Job  Order 
No.  7449E  (Fund  3C/SIF/UNA,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENTRNSR4940);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contractor  was  found  to  be  non-compliant  by  the  HRC  Contract 
Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  projects  for  being 
deficient  in  reaching  the  MBE  subcontractor  participation  goals  and  for  failing  to  mitigate  the 
deficiency  through  increased  MBE  subcontractor  participation  in  Contract  No.  CW-161,  5"V2r' 
Avenues/California  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  and  a  monetary  sanction  has  been  applied,  and  a 
settlement  obligation  established;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  under  Clean 
Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-105,  Broderick/Fell/Sutter  Streets  Sewer  Replacement, 
approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  debit  amount  of  $11,322.80,  for  a  new 
contract  total  of  $309,322.80,  and  with  a  time  extension  of  63  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a 
total  of  123  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $78,659.80 
to  the  contractor,  K.J.  Woods  Construction,  Inc. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 


Commission  at  its  meeting  of 


i^c  Utilities  Commission 


Secretary,  Pu. 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0224 


WHEREAS,  The  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  program  to  replace  structurally 
inadequate  sewers;  and 

WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-1 19,  Day/Congo/Marston/Cuvier  Sewer  Replacement,  by  the  contractor.  Shaw  Pipeline;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $404,440  and  for  a  duration  of  84 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  is  being  issued  in  the  credit  amount  of 
$7,610  and  reduces  the  contract  amount  to  $396,830  to  accommodate  a  reduction  in  quantities  of 
bid  items  used  during  construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  contract  are  available  from  the  1995 A  Sewer  Bonds  under  Job 
Order  No.  1550N  (Fund  5C/CPF/95A,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENSR4S12940);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contractor  was  found  to  be  non-compliant  by  the  HRC  Contract 
Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  the  SFPUC  for  being  deficient  in  reaching  the  WBE 
subcontractor  participation  goals  in  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  CCO  has  negotiated  a  settlement  with  the  contractor  to  mitigate 
the  deficiency  through  increased  WBE  subcontractor  participation  in  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-265E,  Jackson  Street  Emergency  Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  under  Clean 
Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-1 19,  Day/Congo/Marston/Cuvier  Sewer  Replacement,  as 
satisfactorily  complete;  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  credit  amount  of 
$7,610,  for  a  total  contract  amount  of  $396,830;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$17,927  to  the  contractor,  Shaw  Pipeline. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   SEP  1 2  2000  . 


Secretary,  Fjublic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0225 


WHEREAS,  the  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  program  to  replace  structurally 
inadequate  sewers;  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-157,  Everglade/Victoria/Revere/Bridgeview  Sewer  Replacement,  by  the  contractor,  Harty 
Pipelines,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  start  date  was  December  1,  1999  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  on  April  1 1 ,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  $385,070  and  for  a  duration  of  63 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  is  being  issued  in  the  credit  amount  of 
$145  and  reduces  the  contract  amount  to  $384,925  and  extends  the  contract  duration  by  69 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  of  132  consecutive  calendar  days  to  accommodate  rain  and 
PG&E  delays,  and  credit  for  decreases  in  bid  item  quantities  used;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  the  Clean  Water  Program's  Repair  and 
Replacement  fund  under  Job  Order  No.  1583N  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No. 
CENRNRR97540);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established  MBE/WBE 
subcontractor  participation  goals  of  17%  MBE  and  5%  WBE;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  under  Clean 
Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-157,  Everglade/Victoria/Revere/Bridgeview  Sewer 
Replacement,  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  credit  amount  of  $145,  for  a 
new  contract  total  of  $384,925,  and  with  a  time  extension  of  69  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a 
total  of  132  consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $28,737  to 
the  contractor,  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  SEP  1  Z  2Q0Q —  

Secretary,  Pifi6Hc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0226 


WHEREAS,  the  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  program  to  replace  structurally 
inadequate  sewers;  and 

WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-161,  5"'/21^'  Avenues  and  California  Street  Sewer  Replacement  by  the  contractor,  K.J. 
Woods  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  start  date  was  April  19.  1999  and  the  contract  work  was 
completed  on  February  7,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  $328,000  and  for  a  duration  of  56 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  is  being  issued  in  the  debit  amount  of 
$80,350  and  increases  the  contract  amount  to  $408,350  and  extends  the  contract  duration  by  239 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  of  295  consecutive  calendar  days  to  accommodate  for 
delays  due  to  actual  field  conditions  encountered  during  construction.,  including  a  PG&E 
electrical  duct  bank  investigation,  backfilling  of  underground  voids,  removal  of  slurry  concrete 
repair  of  an  existing  damaged  side  sewer,  and  extra  paving;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  the  sewer  portion  of  the  work  ($392,570)  are  available  from  the 
Clean  Water  Program's  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  1585N  (Fund 
5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRR97040)  and  funds  for  the  extra  paving  work 
($15,780)  are  available  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works'  Pavement  Renovation  Funds 
under  Job  Order  No.  7449E  (Fund  3C/SIF/UNA,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENTRNSR4940);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established  MBE/WBE 
subcontractor  participation  goals  of  1 7%  MBE  and  8%  WEE;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  under  Clean 
Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-161,  5*^21^'  Avenues  &  California  Street  Sewer  Replacement, 
approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  debit  amount  of  $80,350,  for  a  new  contract 
total  of  $408,350,  and  with  a  time  extension  of  239  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  of  295 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $105,438  to  the 
contractor,  K.J.  Woods  Construction,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 

Commission  at  its  meeting  of —   SEP  1  ?,  ?m 


Secretary,  Puolic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0227 


WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC's  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  generates  one  million 
cubic  feet  per  day  of  digester  gas,  a  renewable  resource  resulting  from  the  decomposition  of  organic 
waste  material;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  approved  the  advertisement  of  a  Request  for  Proposal  for  a 
developer  to  finance,  design,  build  and  operate  a  cogeneration  plant  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  on  November  10,  1998,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  requested  proposals  from  qualified  developers  to  recover  the 
energy  from  the  digester  gas  and  generate  electricity  and  heat;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  through  its  Resolution  99-0250  on  September  28, 1999  authorized 
SFPUC  staff  to  negofiate  a  contract  with  Sierra  Diesel  Detroit  Allison  ("SDDA"),  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  negotiated  a  contract  with  SDDA,  a  qualified  developer;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  State  of  California's  CaliforniaEnergy  Commission  ("CEC")  has  awarded 
a  subsidy  of  $0,139  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  electricity  produced  by  this  project  during  its  first  5 
years  of  operation,  an  estimated  one  million  and  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  the  SFPUC  for  an 
energy  recovery  project  at  the  SFPUC's  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  earn  the  full  amount  of  the  CEC  subsidy,  this  energy  recovery 
project  must  be  operational  by  January  1,  2002;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  subcontracting  goals  are  20%  combined  MBE  and  WBE  for  design 
services  and  30%  combined  MBE  and  WBE  for  construction  services  and  the  proposed 
developer  has  agreed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  will  benefit  by  having  an  in- 
plant  generator  for  about  two  megawatts  of  emergency  power  should  the  PG&E  grid  fail;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  in  Project  #CUH943;  now  therefore  be  it. 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  award  a  design-build  contract  to  Sierra 
Detroit  Diesel  Allison  to  design  and  build  a  cogeneration  plant  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  SEP  1  Z  2000     


Secretary,  Public(/Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0228 


WHEREAS,  On  November  9,  1999  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  adopted  Resolution 
No.  99-0289  for  Specialized  Engineering  Services,  authorizing  the  UEB  Manager  to  execute 
agreements  with  seven  selected  consulting  firms  in  Agreement  No.  CS-525  to  supplement 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  staff  for  a  two-year  period  with  a  total  of  $4,000,000  for 
tasks  or  projects  that  were  identified  on  a  list  of  schedules  and  cost  estimates  by  professional 
discipline;  and 

WHEREAS,  A  review  of  the  list  has  shown  that  many  of  the  tasks  or  projects  to  be 
assigned  against  the  funding  authorization  have  been  completed,  downgraded  in  priority  and  or 
did  not  receive  funding  during  the  Capital  Improvement  Program  (CIP)  approval  process,  or 
were  otherwise  delayed;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  review  determined  that  certain  projects  on  the  remaining  list  required 
adjustments  in  the  task  or  project  cost  estimates  as  a  result  of  project  findings  subsequent  to  the 
list  preparation,  and  a  total  authorization  of  $2.17  million  shall  be  used;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  CIP  for  Fiscal  Year  00/01  includes  projects  that  require  specialized 
engineering  services  that  should  be  performed  by  the  selected  consulting  firms;  and, 

WHEREAS,  A  total  of  over  $4  million  for  new  tasks  or  projects  has  been  identified  in  the 
current  CIP,  including  the  new  projects  approved  for  FY  00/01 ;  and, 

WHEREAS,  A  prioritization  of  these  new  tasks  or  projects  to  support  projects  near 
completion  or  needing  specialized  engineering  services  to  meet  critical  health  and  safety  issues, 
regulatory  requirements,  and/or  in  consideration  of  maintenance  and  operational  constraints, 
including  shutdowns  of  the  water  delivery  systems,  resulted  in  a  task  or  project  list  from  which 
the  highest  priority  tasks  or  projects  with  a  cumulative  sum  of  $1.83  million  were  selected;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  UEB  Manager  to  use  the 
remaining  authorized  funding  of  approximately  $1.83  million  in  this  contract  to  fund  the  adjusted 
original  list  and  the  new  task  or  project  list  that  have  been  submitted  to  accompany  this 
resolution. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  SEP  1  2  2QQQ   ^   


Secretary,  PublidrUtilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Water 

Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  &  Power 

Clean  Water 


Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr. 
MAYOR 

MINUTES 
SPECIAL  MEETING 

September  19,  2000 

1:00  P.M. 
City  Hall,  Room  416 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 


COMMISSIONERS 

E.  Dennis  Normandy,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
Frank  L.  Cook 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Ashok  Kumar  Bhatt 


BUREAUS 

Commercial  Land  Management 
Customer  Service 

Environmental  Regulation  and  Management 
Finance 

Information  Technology  Services 
Personnel  and  Training 
Strategic  and  Systems  Planning 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
Water  Quality 

John  P.  Mullane,  Jr. 
GENERAL  MANAGER 

Loma  T.  Navarro 
ACTING  SECRETARY 


DEPARTMENTS 

Water  Department 

City  Distribution  Division 
Water  Supply  &  Treatment 

Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power 

Clean  Water  Program 

Water  Pollution  Control 


For  information  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.ci.sf.ca. us/puc 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1.  Call  to  Order:         1:06  P.M. 

2.  Roll  Call:  Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Vice  President 

Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  Frank  L.  Cook, 
Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen 

Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt  arrived  at  1:50  P.M. 

3.  Public  Comments 

There  were  no  public  comments. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

4.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  no  comments. 

5.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  met  in  Closed  Session  at  1:08  P.M.  to  discuss  the 
following  item: 

6.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Defendant 

Property:  Portions  of  Parcel  65  in  Sunol,  Alameda  County,  Mining 

Lease  under  Alameda  County  Surface  Mining  Permit  32. 

Parties  Negotiating:      CCSF  -  Dowd/Milstein 

Lessee  -  Mission  Valley  Rock 

Under  Negotiation:        Price  and  Terms 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P. 
Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Deputy  City  Attorney  Joshua 
Milstein,  Deputy  City  Attorney  Charles  Sullivan,  Acting  Commission  Secretary 
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Lorna  Navarro,  Water  Supply  Treatment  Division  Manager  Cheryl  Davis,  and  Land 
and  Resources  Manager  Joseph  Naras. 

No  action  was  taken. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session  at  2:13 
P.M.  Commissioner  Cook  was  excused. 

7.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  no  action  was  taken. 

8.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Commissioner  Makras  moved,  Commissioned  Bhatt  seconded  not  to  disclose  the 
discussion  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:      2:14  P.M. 


Lorna  T.  Navarro 
Acting  Secretary 
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San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Water 

HETCH  Hetchy 
Water  &  Power 

CLEAN  Water 


Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr. 
MAYOR 

MINUTES 

REGULAR  MEETING 

September  26,  2000 

1:30  P.M. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 


COMMISSIONERS 

E.  Dennis  Normandy,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
Frank  L.  Cook 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Ashok  Kumar  Bhatt 


DEPARTMENTS 

Water  Department 

City  Distribution  Division 
Water  Supply  &  Treatment 

Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power 

Clean  Water  Program 

Water  Pollution  Control 


BUREAUS 

Commercial  Land  Management 
Customer  Service 

Environmental  Regulation  and  Management 
Finance 

Information  Technology  Services 
Personnel  and  Training 
Strategic  and  Systems  Planning 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
Water  Quality 


John  P.  Mullane,  Jr. 
GENERAL  MANAGER 

Jill  R.  Thompson 
SECRETARY 


For  information  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165 
Minutes  and  otiier  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/puc 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1. 


Call  to  Order: 


1:45  P.M. 


2. 


Roll  Call: 


Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Vice  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Comnnissioner  Frank  L.  Cook, 
Connmissioner  Ann  MollerCaen 


Excused  -    Comnnissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 


3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  July  25,  2000  and  the  Minutes  of  the  Regular 
Meeting  of  August  8,  2000;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

4.  Communications 

No  action  was  taken. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  what  was  happening  to  the  report  to  the  Grand  Jury. 
John  P.  Mullane,  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  reported  that  it  would  be  on 
the  agenda  for  the  next  meeting. 

Commissioner  Caen  inquired  into  the  time  line  for  implementation  of  the  odor 
control  process  detailed  in  staff's  memo  to  the  Commission.  Lawrence  T.  Klein, 
Assistant  General  Manager  for  Operations,  explained  that  what  had  been 
submitted  was  only  a  draft  schedule  and  that  he  was  working  with  Jon  Loiacono  on 
an  overall  review,  with  maps  and  program  descriptions. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  that  this  item  be  kept  on  the  ongoing  business  list. 
President  Normandy  agreed  and  said  he  wanted  it  brought  back  if  not  at  the  next 
meeting  then  as  soon  as  possible.  He  also  mentioned  the  Grand  Jury  report,  that 
staff  is  on  schedule  with  all  responses  and  tasks  required. 

Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  there  were  three  items  addressed  in  the  Grand  Jury  report 
related  to  the  PUC.  One  response  had  actually  been  submitted  some  months  ago, 
but  will  be  sent  a  second  time.    The  second  response  covers  overtime,  is  still 
being  worked  on,  and  is  expected  to  be  submitted  within  the  time  allowed. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  the  Commission  would  take  the  agenda  out  of 
order  and  discuss  Item  No.  14  first.  He  introduced  Supervisor  Leiand  Yee. 
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REGULAR  BUSINESS 


Discussion  related  to  tlie  proposed  legislation  providing  for  appropriation  to  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  of  a  portion  of  surplus  Hetch  Hetchy  revenues 
transferred  to  the  General  Fund. 

Lawrence  T.  Klein  noted  that  the  agenda  item  described  legislation  introduced  by 
Supervisor  Yee  which  would  result  in  an  ordinance  being  passed  by  the  Board  that 
the  Hetchy  transfer  should  be  reduced  by  10%  on  an  annual  basis  and  returned  to 
the  PUC  for  all  of  its  enterprises. 

Supervisor  Yee  stated  that  he  was  appreciative  of  staff  assistance.  This  was  an 
ongoing  issue  since  1998  when  a  number  of  citizens  (including  himself)  froze  the 
water  rates.  Part  of  that  was  to  do  with  the  fact  that  his  office  would  continually 
receive  calls  about  the  rising  sewer  and  water  rates  yet  on  the  other  hand  there 
was  always  this  tremendous  surplus  coming  from  Hetch  Hetchy.  It  became 
apparent  that  the  structure  of  the  Charter  did  not  allow  the  movement  of  dollars 
from  one  enterprise  zone  to  the  other.  He  stated  that  he  was  hoping  the  City 
would  move  to  address  that  problem  but  it  had  not  done  so  and  forced  the 
electorate's  hand  into  passing  a  measure  to  freeze  the  water  and  sewer  rates  until 
2006.  This  piece  of  legislation  is  the  second  portion  of  that  initiative. 

His  intent  was  to  provide  additional  revenues  to  the  PUC  to  take  care  of  its 
infrastructure  so  that  the  PUC  would  not  have  to  come  before  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  asking  for  ballot  measures,  which  is  a  more  costly  way  of  financing 
many  of  our  infrastructures  needs.  Over  a  period  of  ten  years,  all  of  the  dollar 
surplus  from  Hetch  Hetchy  would  be  given  back  to  the  PUC.  The  legislation  also 
creates  some  flexibility  for  the  Department  in  that  it  allows  the  movement  of  dollars 
from  one  enterprise  zone  to  the  other.  The  Supervisor  further  stated  that  he 
understood  that  the  Mayor  might  be  interested  in  shortening  the  timeframe  and  that 
he  was  very  interested  in  that.  It  was  his  wish  to  wean  the  City  off  the  surplus  as 
gently  as  possible.  If  the  Mayor  felt  that  there  was  a  way  of  doing  it  at  a  faster 
level,  that  was  fine.  The  Supervisor  stated  he  was  very  vested  in  setting  aside  a 
fixed' percentage  annually  because  the  more  the  delay  the  more  costly  the  repairs 
would  be.  He  explained  that  he  had  held  off  calendaring  this  at  his  Committee  until 
the  next  day,  in  deference  to  the  Commission.  He  stated  that  there  was  a 
technical  problem  with  the  legislation  with  regard  to  timing,  because  it  would  take 
effect  only  next  fiscal  year. 

President  Normandy  thanked  the  Supen/isor  for  moving  the  process  along.  He 
stressed  that  this  was  now  in  the  correct  arena.  The  PUC  had  long  wanted  to 
reduce  the  outlay  to  the  General  Fund  but  the  Charter  restrained  the  Commission 
from  acting  unilaterally.  Nor  did  the  Commission  want  to  feel  that  they  were 
responsible  for  cutting  short  other  City  services.  The  General  Fund  retentions  are 
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needed  even  more  today  than  in  the  past  because  of  the  infrastructure  repairs  in 
the  next  10-15  years. 

Commissioner  Mal<ras  stated  that  he  wanted  to  publicly  acknowledge  Supervisor 
Yee's  support  and  effort  in  moving  the  Program  Management  contract  forward. 
The  Commission  greatly  appreciated  the  Supervisor's  efforts  as  a  spokesman  to 
his  colleagues. 

Supervisor  Yee  thanked  the  Commission  and  staff  for  doing  due  diligence  in 
addressing  the  problems  in  the  Program  Management  contract  and  stated  that  it 
was  now  a  much  better  and  more  cost  effective  program. 

No  action  was  taken.  This  item  was  for  informational  purposes  only. 

Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Cook  expressed  concern  over  the  criminal  activity  taking  place  in 
the  watershed  and  worried  about  the  safety  of  the  watershed  keepers  and  the 
need  to  keep  criminal  elements  out  of  the  watershed.  He  stated  this  was  most 
important  to  him.  The  time  had  come  to  look  at  constructive  security  measures. 

Commissioner  Makras  added  that  he  wanted  to  add  water  quality  concerns  to  the 
issue.  He  asked  that  staff  contact  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  and  have 
them  investigate  the  matter.  He  was  concerned  about  protection  of  pipelines 
entering  and  leaving  the  watershed  and  the  need  to  be  sure  that  the  water  quality 
could  not  be  compromised  by  trespassers.  Commissioner  Caen  agreed  with  the 
previous  speakers. 

President  Normandy  pointed  out  that  the  press  coverage  of  a  marijuana  farm  on 
the  watershed  was  triggered  by  one  of  the  SFPUC's  watershed  keepers  coming 
across  it  and  advising  the  authorities.  This  underscored  the  fact  that  the 
watershed  keepers  are  on  the  property  24  hours/7days  a  week  and  are  there 
because  the  SFPUC  needs  them  to  be,  for  protection  of  the  watershed  and  the 
water.  He  stated  it  was  unfortunate  that  certain  people  continue  to  deny  the  fact 
that  the  SFPUC  does  need  to  keep  watershed  keepers  on  duty  24  hours  a  day, 
seven  days  a  week  to  protect  the  water  we  all  drink.  He  stated  that  it  was  getting  a 
little  tiresome  to  have  people  who  should  know  better  continue  to  flail  away  at  the 
watershed  keepers  and  their  residences  only  because  the  SFPUC  has  rejected 
their  requests  for  fishing  privileges  on  the  reservoir. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  staff  for  a  list  of  contracts  closed  out  for  the  year 
2000  and  a  summary  showing  the  extensions  given  on  all  the  contracts  closed  out 
this  year.  Recently  there  were  three  calendar  items  all  having  extensions  in 
excess  of  10%.  Today's  calendar  includes  an  item  with  an  extension  of  roughly 
1 00%.  He  stated  he  would  like  to  see  everything  approved  for  the  year  to  date,  to 
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serve  as  a  benchmark  on  job  performance,  particularly  in  a  new  era  with  Program 
Management.  Mr.  Mullane  agreed  to  prepare  a  report  and  to  also  add  another 
column  showing  the  reasons  for  such  extensions,  often  beyond  staff's  control. 

President  Normandy  acknowledged  requests  for  the  Commission  to  pass  a 
resolution  declaring  that  the  SFPUC  is  against  privatization  of  any  or  all  of  the 
agency's  operations.  With  the  concurrence  of  the  Commission,  directed  staff  to 
look  at  the  process  involved  and  its  ramifications.  He  asked  if  the  SFPUC,  could 
act  on  its  own,  or  needed  approval  from  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  the  Mayor,  or 
possibly  the  voting  public.  He  wanted  this  put  on  the  fast  track.  He  noted 
rumblings  that  the  Program  Management  contract  is  a  step  toward  privatization. 
He  thought  it  important  that  the  Commission  make  a  statement  correcting  this 
fallacy  and  the  sooner  the  Commission  could  come  up  with  a  resolution  to  this 
effect  the  better. 

President  Normandy  continued  that  prior  to  accepting  appointment  to  public  office 
and  prior  to  becoming  an  independent  businessman,  he  had  been  an  executive  for 
several  multi-national  corporations.  This  gave  him  some  knowledge  of  the 
differences  between  the  private  and  the  public  sector  and  that  privatization  for  a 
utility  such  as  the  SFPUC  may  not  be  in  the  best  interest  of  the  public.  He  stated 
that  there  is  much  to  learn  from  the  private  sector,  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  the 
SFPUC  has  gone  into  the  Program  Management  Contract:  the  sensitivity  to  the 
bottom  line;  the  sense  that  jobs  are  earned  and  not  entitlements;  and  the  fact  that 
speed  and  efficiency  and  effectiveness  are  prized.  However,  morality  is  not 
integral  to  the  marketplace  and  that  is  the  difference  between  public  service  where 
the  mandate  is  to  do  the  most  good  for  the  most  people.  Ultimately,  the  SFPUC  is 
a  public  agency  doing  public  service  and  how  we  best  accomplish  that  is  the  issue. 

Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Mr.  Mullane  requested  that  Items  11,12  and  1 6  be  put  over  to  the  first  meeting  in 
October  and  take  Item  15  out  of  order  immediately  after  Item  10. 

Moved  by  Vice  President  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  continue 
Item  Nos.  11,12  and  16  to  the  next  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on 
October  10,  2000;  passed  4-0  unanimously. 

a.      Shortage  Allocation 

Michael  Carlin,  Bureau  of  Strategic  and  Systems  Planning  Manager,  gave 
an  update  on  negotiations  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  Suburban 
customers  and  some  issues  left  open  under  the  Master  Water  Sales 
Agreement.  Staff  has  developed  an  agreement  on  allocating  system-wide 
shortages  which  will  cover  up  to  20%  shortages  declared  during  a  drought 
and  eliminate  some  contract  disincentives.  The  proposal  allows  an  ability  to 
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transfer  water  between  customers  -  those  who  need  and  those  who  do  not. 
It  also  creates  a  baseline  for  shortage  scenarios  in  future  water  demand 
planning.  Mr.  Carlin  stated  that  they  are  moving  forward  to  bring  this  to  the 
Commission  on  October  24,  2000.  BAWUA's  governing  board  will  consider 
a  resolution  on  October  19,  2000  to  ask  their  member  agencies  and  the 
SFPUG  to  approve  the  agreement.  If  adopted  by  the  SFPUC  and  BAWUA's 
29-member  agencies,  it  becomes  an  amendment  to  the  Contract  in  force 
between  BAWUA  and  the  SFPUC. 

Commissioner  Caen  commended  Michael  Carlin  on  an  excellent  job  of 
moving  this  forward. 

b.  CIP  2000  Update 

Mr.  Carlin  reported  that  there  had  been  much  activity  since  the  last  time  this 
was  brought  to  the  Commission.  A  significant  amount  of  staff  time  has  been 
spent  on  the  framework,  working  with  senior  staff,  looking  at  all  the 
proposals  and  projects,  organizing  them  into  program  plans,  and  continuing 
internal  review.  They  also  have  done  stakeholder  review  with  BAWUA 
counterparts,  and  have  asked  the  Program  Management  team  to  assist  in 
cost  estimating  the  work  to  be  done.  They  plan  on  bringing  an  update  to  the 
Commission  in  November. 

President  Normandy  stated  he  wanted  to  make  the  following  points  vis-a-vis 
the  Mayor  appointed  Infrastructure  Task  Force's  concerns:  the  CIP  is  the 
basic  "wish  list"  on  which  will  be  based  a  Long  Term  Strategic  Plan,  followed 
by  a  Long  Range  Financial  Plan.  The  Program  Management  Team  Is 
integral  to  the  process  in  providing  the  objectivity  outside  the  Department,  to 
advise  where  to  save  money  and  where  to  save  time. 

c.  CALFED  Update 

John  Mullane  reported  that  last  week  President  Normandy,  Michael  Carlin, 
and  he  attended  a  meeting  of  General  Managers  and  Presidents  of 
respective  Boards  and  Commissions  of  the  major  water  utilities  in  the  Bay 
Area.  These  included  East  Bay  Municipal  Utilities  District,  Contra  Costa, 
Alameda  County,  Zone  7  and  Santa  Clara  Valley.  This  meeting  was 
important  as  much  for  the  occasion  itself  as  for  the  content  of  the  meeting, 
because  it  was  literally  the  first  time  that  Presidents  of  the  various  Boards 
and  the  President  of  this  Commission  actually  got  together  as  a  group  with 
the  General  Managers  to  discuss  mutual  concerns.  They  discussed  such 
topics  as  the  water  supply  and  quality  needs  of  each  of  the  participants  at 
the  meeting;  various  underlying  principles  and  assumptions  that  everyone 
agreed  to  so  that  no  particular  agency  would  jeopardize  their  particular 
programs;  and  joint  benefit  projects  that  each  could  do  that  would  benefit 
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one  or  more  of  the  other  agencies.  An  agreement  was  reached  to  sponsor 
a  blending  and  exchange  program  with  each  agency  contributing  roughly 
$16,000/$1 7,000  to  develop  a  study  to  be  performed  through  the  California 
Urban  Water  Agency.  The  attendees  included  Sunne  McPeak,  former 
member  of  the  Contra  Costa  Board  of  Supervisors  who  is  extremely  active 
in  the  water  industry  and  now  represents  the  Bay  Area  Economic  Forum. 
Ms.  McPeak  has  guaranteed  support  from  the  Bay  Area  business 
community,  especially  from  Silicon  Valley. 

Mayor's  Task  Force  on  PUC  Infrastructure 

Bill  Berry,  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Finance  &  Administration,  stated 
that  the  Mayor's  Infrastructure  Task  Force  has  met  three  times  since  July 
and  the  agendas  have  included  discussion  of  SFPUC's  Capital 
Improvement  Program,  planning  issues,  etc.  Bill  Berry  explained  that  he 
was  the  staff  liaison  to  the  Task  Force  which  is  chaired  by  Mr.  Richard 
Bodisco  and  on  which  serve  representatives  of  the  general  public  and  some 
members  of  the  city  family.  SFPUC's  Capital  Improvement  Program  has 
become  a  major  bone  of  contention.  The  Task  Force  Chair  and  certain 
members  suggested  that  the  SFPUC  should  be  developing  a  long-term 
strategic  plan  and  a  long-term  financial  plan  prior  to  developing  the  Capital 
Improvement  Program  and  have  asked  us  to  stop  our  efforts  with  regard  to 
the  CIP.  Mr.  Berry  has  told  them  that  he  takes  direction  from  the 
Commission  and  the  General  Manager  and  that  staff  is  committed  to 
submitting  the  CIP  to  the  Commission  by  year's  end.  At  last  Friday's  Task 
Force  meeting,  Monique  Moyer  from  the  Mayor's  Office  who  is  a  member  of 
the  Task  Force,  suggested  that  it  would  be  useful  to  have  the  Chair  sit  down 
with  the  President  of  this  Commission  and  discuss  how  they  can  work 
together. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  the  Commission  welcomes  the 
establishment  of  the  Task  Force,  noting  that  the  SFPUC  and  the  Task  Force 
share  the  same  objective  of  developing  as  efficient  and  effective  an  agency 
as  possible.  He  asked  Mr.  Berry  to  relay  the  Commission's  point  of  view, 
and  reiterate  the  need  for  the  CIP  as  the  key  step  toward  completing  a  Long 
Range  Strategic  Plan  and  Long  Range  Financial  Plan.  This  Commission 
sees  the  Task  Force  as  a  partner  and  a  collaborative  group  but  ultimately 
the  SFPUC  is  responsible  to  the  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  Mr.  Berry  to  let  the  Commission  know  if  he 
saw  the  Task  Force  not  using  the  democratic  process  or  if  there  was  less 
than  full  representation  of  all  members  in  the  Task  Force  actions. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  this  Task  Force  is  envisioned  as  a  body 
that  will  recommend  certain  actions  and  this  Commission  should  be  advised 
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in  public  of  any  recommendations  as  soon  as  possible  so  that  any 
differences  can  be  worked  out  posthaste. 

e.      Financial  Year-End  Reports 

Mr.  Berry  stated  that  reports  are  presented  to  the  Commission  quarterly  with 
the  last  quarter  usually  a  little  late  due  to  year-end  closure.  Highlights  of 
the  report  include  the  Water  Pollution  Control  Division  underspending  by 
about  $7.5  million;  CDD  overspent  its  budget  by  a  small  amount  -  about 
$200,000.  The  reports  for  each  of  the  Divisions  indicate  the  variances  at 
the  bottom  of  each  page.  The  managers'  viewpoints  with  respect  to  this 
year's  budget,  comparing  the  budget  the  Commission  approved  in  February 
to  the  budget  ultimately  approved,  was  provided  to  the  Commission. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  if  Mr.  Berry  could  look  at  the  capital  project 
expenditure  figures  for  the  same  period  and  let  the  Commission  know  what 
the  Commission  approved  and  how  much  has  been  spent  on  projects.  If 
there  are  savings.  Commissioner  Makras  wanted  to  know  what  was 
happening  with  that  money. 

Commissioner  Caen  stated  that  she  wanted  the  managers  to  know  that  she 
found  this  much  better  than  last  year.  It  showed  good  fiscal  management 
and  she  wanted  to  commend  the  managers  for  that. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  the  SFPUC  had  made  tremendous  strides 
in  the  last  year.  Firstly  by  comparing  budget  figures  as  approved  versus 
actual  expenditures  to  date.  Secondly,  by  cutting  personnel  shortage  from 
30%  to  7%,  departments  are  able  to  come  up  with  these  reports.  He 
commended  Mr.  Berry,  Mr.  Mullane,  and  the  Commission  on  accomplishing 
this  in  such  a  short  time. 

Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  (BAWUA)  General  Manager's  Report 

a.      BAWUA/SFPUC:  Progress,  Recommendations,  and  Significant  Near-Term 
Milestones. 

Art  Jensen  introduced  some  of  the  members  of  BAWUA  present  -  Mayor 
Rosalie  O'Mahony,  Burlingame;  George  Baggan,  Director  of  Public  Works, 
Burlingame;  Councilman  Adrienne  Tissier,  Daly  City;  Patrick  Sweetland, 
Director  of  Water  and  Wastewater  Services,  Daly  City;  Chuck  Wagenseller, 
President  of  the  Mid  Peninsula  Water  District;  Bob  Craig,  Westborough 
Water  District  and  his  General  Manager  Darryl  Barrow;  Jim  Gunther, 
Alameda  County  Water  District;  and  Peter  Ingram,  Director  of  Public 
Services,  Redwood  City. 
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Mr.  Jensen  stated  that  he  wanted  to  discuss  BAWUA's  goals  and  what  they 
were  looking  for  with  respect  to  the  SFPUC  over  the  next  several  months  - 
high  quality  water  for  residential  users  at  a  fair  price  and  protection  of 
association  members  from  severe  water  shortages. 

Mr.  Jensen  showed  slides  on  information  passed  to  his  membership  on 
what  had  been  done  by  the  SFPUC.  He  stated  he  had  made  sure  that  the 
membership  was  aware  of  what  had  been  accomplished  and  that  they  were 
aware  of  rate  increases  at  some  future  date.  Also,  that  where  there  was 
earthquake  risk,  they  needed  to  know  what  to  do  on  their  side  of  the  meter 
to  handle  such  an  eventuality.  As  a  result  of  this  information  the 
membership  passed  resolutions  acknowledging  what  has  been  done,  and 
urging  the  Commission  to  act  in  those  areas  where  it  can  act  independently 
and  to  open  discussion  with  the  BAWUA  membership  if  such  action  was  so 
required. 

Mr.  Jensen  expressed  the  BAWUA  expectation  to  be  within  an  18-24 
month  time  frame  and  showed  the  scheduled  time  frame  on  overhead  slides 
for  water  supply  reliability;  water  quality;  pricing;  overall  development  of  the 
capital  improvement  program  and  financial  plan.  For  example,  there  is 
water  supply  reliability  and  the  need  for  contracts  to  purchase  water  for  dry 
years;  another  is  the  local  projects  program,  whereby  BAWUA  members 
can  assist  each  other  with  conservation  and  recycle  water  programs  and 
various  other  schedules  and  projects.  He  stressed  the  need  for  keeping  on 
track  for  all  the  projects  discussed. 

Several  members  from  BAWUA  then  lined  up  to  speak.  Peter  Ingram,  City 
of  Redwood  City  relinquished  his  time.  Charles  Wagenseller,  Mid  Peninsula 
Water  District  (formerly  Belmont  Water  District)  thanked  staff  for  the 
workshops  regarding  chloramines.  Jim  Gunther,  Vice  President,  Alameda 
County  Water  District,  thanked  the  Commission  for  their  support  in  the  past 
and  continued  support  in  the  future.  Rosalie  O'Mahony,  Mayor  of  the  City  of 
Burlingame  asked  for  updates  for  contracts  to  be  developed  for  other  water 
services  in  droughts,  completion  of  chloramination  vital  to  remain  in 
compliance,  and  updated  communications  between  the  Commission  and 
the  BAWUA  membership  regarding  pricing.  Adrienne  Tissier,  Daly  City 
Council  member  asked  that  all  the  aforementioned  issues  stated  by  Art 
Jensen  is  addressed  by  the  Commission  in  a  timely  manner. 
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President  Normandy  expressed  appreciation  for  the  cooperation  that  had 
taken  place  between  BAWUA  and  the  Commission.  He  stressed,  however, 
that  the  essence  of  the  relationship  remained  that  between  service  provider 
and  customer.  He  stated  the  task  is  to  make  sure  that  the  goals  remain 
mutual,  and  that  processes  are  agreed  upon  in  order  to  achieve  those 
goals. 

9.  Public  Comments  on  matters  that  are  not  on  today's  agenda. 
There  were  no  public  comments. 

REGULAR  BUSINESS 

1 0.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management 
Plan. 

Joseph  Naras,  Watershed  Resource  Manager,  presented  the  item.  He  gave  a 
background  on  the  approximately  40,000  acres  of  watershed  land  in  Alameda  and 
Santa  Clara  Counties.  He  explained  that  until  this  work  was  undertaken  by  this 
Commission  in  1992  there  was  no  comprehensive  framework  for  decision  making 
or  guidance.  Major  issues  were: 

□  Fire  management  plan 

□  Grazing  resources  management  plan 

□  Natural  Resources  and  Cultural  Resources  Studies 

□  Alameda  Creek  Water  Resources  Study 

□  Sunol  Valley  Resource  element 

There  is  a  20-year  planning  horizon.  Certification  of  the  Environmental  Impact 
Reports  has  been  completed  and  the  Plan  is  before  the  Commission  for  adoption. 

Public  Comment: 

Pat  Stillman,  Save  our  Sunol,  stated  that  the  Environmental  Impact  Report 
incorporated  a  great  deal  of  the  Alameda  County  Impact  Report  of  1 992.  She  felt 
that  this  was  outdated  due  to  the  fact  that  various  endangered  species  had  just 
been  put  on  the  endangered  species  list.  She  also  stated  that  she  felt  that  not 
enough  attention  had  been  given  to  the  concerns  of  the  Sunol  Glen  School  Board. 

Derek  Johnson,  resident  of  Sunol,  referred  to  the  Comments  section  2.H.3 
concerning  diverting  groundwater  around  a  quarry  pit,  which  stated  that  when  the 
walls  are  sealed,  there  would  be  no  effect  on  the  groundwater.  He  stated  that 
groundwater  acts  as  a  buffer  and  by  sealing  off  an  area  the  flow  will  be  changed. 
He  showed  various  slides  of  the  town  vis-a-vis  the  proposed  quarry  site.  He 
objected  to  the  proposed  berm. 
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Bob  Frillman,  Resident  of  Sunol  as  well  as  a  ratepayer  in  San  Francisco,  spoke  of 
the  impact  of  the  quarry  on  the  town  of  Sunol  and  the  moral  responsibility  to  the 
town  of  Sunol  as  well  as  a  fiduciary  responsibility  to  the  ratepayers  of  San 
Francisco. 

Bill  Nolan  relinquished  his  opportunity  to  comment. 

Commissioner  Makras  moved  to  adopt  the  item.  He  thanked  the  Planning 
Department  of  San  Francisco,  also  Adolph  Martinelli,  Planning  Director  for 
Alameda  County.  Commissioner  Makras  felt  the  plan  presented  was  consistent 
with  the  overall  goals  of  the  SFPUC.  The  document  was  a  proper  one,  well  written 
and  well  thought  out.  It  was  put  out  to  the  public  around  January  of  this  year,  and 
there  had  been  ample  time  for  public  participation  and  input. 

He  referred  to  the  Addendum  to  the  Plan,  page  six,  WA15.4,  WA18.1,  AF  7.1  on 
the  same  page  as  consistent  with  the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  Commission. 
Also  the  last  item  on  the  page  refers  to  Chevron  and  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  was  at  the  forefront  of  breaking  ground  to  free  the  watershed  of  that 
pipeline.  With  respect  to  the  findings  themselves,  he  stated  he  had  reviewed  them 
in  detail  because,  in  1995,  he  attended  the  Commission  meeting  (as  a  member  of 
the  public)  when  the  alternative  was  selected,  he  heard  all  the  public  comments  at 
that  time,  and  so  he  felt  that  this  was  not  new  information.  He  believed  it  to  be 
consistent  to  include  the  1 992  report  as  an  actual  basis  from  which  to  start  and 
make  conclusions  of  changes  that  are  brought  up  over  the  years.  San  Francisco 
and  Alameda  Planning  Departments  were  correct  in  their  analysis.  On  page  3  of 
the  Management  Plans,  the  goals,  and  policies  were  consistent  with  what  Vice 
President  Makras  believed  the  Commission  is  all  about.  On  page  5,  the  fire  risk, 
safety,  and  security  issues  and  the  leasing  and  permit  requirements  he  felt,  were 
100%  on  target  and  he  fully  supported  them.  With  respect  to  the  grazing 
management  plan,  this  was  very  accurate  and  cutting-edge  and  again  it  was  this 
Commission  that  put  this  management  plan  in  place.  With  respect  to  reasons  for 
selecting  the  preferred  alternative,  he  stated  that  there  was  just  one  simple  answer 
on  page  7.  It  was  a  clear  goal  and  the  other  alternatives  did  not  maximize  to  this 
size.  This,  he  said,  was  the  compelling  reason  for  him  to  put  the  motion  fonward  to 
the  Commission.  With  regard  to  the  rejected  alternatives,  he  stated  he  had 
reviewed  each  one  of  them,  and  his  main  reason  for  choosing  what  he  did  was  the 
maximizing  of  water  supply.  He  pointed  out  that  the  mitigation  measures  were 
clear,  distinct,  and  visionary.  He  was  particularly  impressed  with  the  mitigation 
measures.  He  told  other  Commissioners  that  because  of  his  thorough  review  of 
the  documents  he  would  be  happy  to  address  any  questions  they  might  have. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 


00-306 


September  26,  2000 


Resolution  No.  00-0229:     Adopt  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan, 

Including  the  required  findings  and  mitigation/monitoring 
plan  with  respect  to  the  final  Environmental  Impact 
Report. 

The  Commission  took  the  agenda  out  of  order  and  discussed  Item  15  next. 

LEASES  AND  PERMITS 

15.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  a  lease  with  Mission  Valley  Rock 
Company. 

John  Mullane  introduced  the  item.  He  stated  that  much  time,  energy  and  staff 
involvement  had  been  required  to  get  to  today's  resolution.  Within  the  City 
structure  and  especially  within  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the  Bureau  of 
Commercial  Land  Management,  the  Watershed  Management  section  of  the  Water 
Supply  &  Treatment  Division,  and  the  Bureau  of  Finance  all  participated  in  this 
process  over  an  extended  period.  Additionally,  the  City  Attorney's  office  lent  its 
expertise  and  its  energy  to  this  effort.  The  outside  lessee.  Mission  Valley  Rock, 
had  worked  diligently  to  secure  a  mining  permit.  They  worked  hand  in  hand  with 
the  Alameda  Planning  Department  and  the  Alameda  Board  of  Supervisors.  It  was 
their  desire  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  SFPUC  and  also  do  all  they  could  to  be  a 
good  neighbor.  The  residents  of  the  Town  of  Sunol  have  participated  in  this 
process  from  day  one.  Whether  it  was  with  the  Watershed  Master  Plan,  which 
began  in  the  early  90s  or  in  the  more  recent  lease  negotiations,  the  process  was 
open  and  made  available  to  Sunolians. 

Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  this  was  a  complex  issue  and  merited  a  three  person 
presentation,  the  first  by  Joshua  Milstein,  Deputy  City  Attorney,  to  provide  a  history 
of  mining  in  the  Sunol  Valley  and  the  process  of  negotiations  to  this  point.  Gary 
Dowd,  the  Manager  of  the  Bureau  of  Commercial  Land  Management,  then  will 
provide  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  lease  and  its  benefits  to  the  SFPUC.  Then 
Joe  Naras,  Manager  of  the  Land  and  Resource  Management  Unit,  will  discuss  the 
mitigation  measures  that  have  been  agreed  to  and  mandated  in  the  mining  permit 
process  with  the  County  of  Alameda.  The  same  measures  will  be  monitored  on  an 
ongoing  basis  by  Water  Department  staff.  A  key  fact  is  that  any  mitigation  that  the 
SFPUC  requires  of  the  lessee  to  the  benefit  of  the  citizens  of  Sunol  is  also  to  the 
benefit  of  the  SFPUC  staff  who  will  be  working  daily  side  by  side  with  the  Town  of 
Sunol  and  with  the  quarry  operations. 

Josh  Milstein  stated  that  mining  began  in  Sunol  Valley  in  the  1970s.  Gradually 
over  time  mining  occurred  in  larger,  deeper  pits  to  200  feet  depth  and  many  of 
these  operations  have  been  permitted  by  Alameda  County  under  their  Surface 
Mining  Ordinance.  San  Francisco  did  not  have  a  Surface  Mining  Ordinance 
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because  there  are  no  quarries  in  San  Francisco  and  so  the  entire  history  of 
quarrying  in  the  Valley  has  really  been  a  partnership  between  San  Francisco  and 
Alameda  County  to  address  the  regional  needs  for  aggregate  and  construction  in 
the  area.  The  mining  to  date  has  taken  place  south  of  1-680  although  there  is  an 
outstanding  69-acre  lease  for  the  north  side  of  the  freeway. 

Mining  is  in  the  City's  interest  because  the  City's  studies,  referenced  by  Mr.  Naras, 
have  determined  that  there  is  a  really  limited  amount  of  groundwater  in  the  Sunol 
Valley.  The  advantages  to  the  City  from  mining  are  that  this  particular  lease  would 
provide  16,000  acre-feet  of  new  water  storage.  As  is  known,  the  system  as  a 
whole  is  deficient  in  storage  to  the  tune  of  71  million  gallons  per  day  (mgd).  The 
reservoir  capacity  in  the  Sunol  Valley  would  be  about  equivalent  to  Crystal  Springs 
Reservoir  and  would  provide  an  estimated  seven  (7)  mgd  of  new  yield  for  the 
project,  which  is  not  insignificant.  Factors  to  consider  are  the  location  of  this  site 
with  respect  to  the  markets  for  the  aggregate  and  if  mining  does  not  occur  here  it  is 
going  to  occur  somewhere  else,  most  likely  in  the  San  Antonio  watershed,  an  area 
the  City  does  not  control  and  which  could  cause  major  environmental  impact.  In 
the  end  there  will  be  a  reservoir  with  a  net  value  in  today's  terms  of  $32  million  that 
is  based  upon  a  $2,000  an  acre  foot  cost  for  new  surface  water  storage  in  the 
Water  Supply  Master  Plan.  Not  only  are  the  lessees  paying  the  City  to  dig  a 
reservoir  but  there  will  be  a  finished  asset  that  can  be  used  by  the  entire  San 
Francisco  rate  base  to  the  tune  of  $32  million.  Mr.  Milstein  stated  that  he  also 
wished  to  point  out  that  this  would  be  available  for  the  sole  use  of  the  ratepayers  in 
San  Francisco. 

Mr.  Milstein  continued  that  there  were  a  number  of  advantages  to  dealing  with 
Mission  Valley  Rock  including  the  fact  that  the  Company  owns  land  on  the  other 
side  of  Alameda  Creek  where  soils  can  be  deposited.  The  lessee  would  use  their 
existing  plant,  across  the  freeway,  meaning  that  there  will  be  no  additional  truck 
traffic  into  this  site.  In  addition,  all  the  materials  will  be  moved  by  a  conveyor  belt. 
The  EIR  of  Alameda  County  noted  that  there  is  much  moisture  in  the  material, 
which  would  reduce  dust.  None  of  the  mining  will  occur  in  the  Creek  or  in  riparian 
habitat,  it  will  all  occur  in  a  field  that  is  ploughed  regularly  twice  a  year.  Mr.  Milstein 
stated  that  the  Commission  had  a  set  of  findings  before  them  for  approval  of  the 
lease  and  that  these  had  been  revised  slightly  since  the  original  findings,  to  include 
reference  to  the  recent  designation  of  critical  habitat  for  the  California  Red  Legged 
Frog. 

Gary  Dowd  explained  the  lease.  The  lease  contained  approximately  242  acres 
with  139  acres  slated  for  actual  quarrying.  The  lease  will  commence  upon 
approval  of  the  Commission,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor.  It  will  run 
for  a  term  of  40  years,  to  approximately  October  31 ,  2040.  Base  rent  required 
under  the  lease  will  be  $1 00,000  per  year  for  the  first  twenty  years  of  the  term,  in 
addition  to  a  percentage  rent  based  on  1 0.5%  of  the  average  sales  price  per  ton 
obtained  from  the  material.  It  is  anticipated  the  total  revenues  will  meet  or  exceed 
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approximately  $50  million  for  the  term  of  the  lease.  On  the  fifth  anniversary  of  the 
commencement  date,  and  each  five-year  anniversary  thereafter,  the  royalty  rate 
will  be  analyzed  and  possibly  adjusted  to  reflect  the  market  standards.  A  couple  of 
the  special  lease  clauses  are  as  follows:  Upon  completion  of  the  tenant's 
excavation  near  the  Temple  there  is  a  requirement  that  the  lessee  backfill  and 
landscape  a  portion  of  the  premises  within  a  quarter  mile  radius  of  the  Sunol  Water 
Temple.  The  tenant  will  not  begin  quarrying  activities  on  the  premises  until  they 
have  fulfilled  all  pre-disturbance  mitigation  and  other  conditions  set  forth  under  the 
approved  plans  and  permits  as  identified  by  the  appropriate  governmental  entities. 
The  tenant  has  prepared,  to  the  City's  satisfaction,  a  detailed  landscaping  plan, 
and  the  tenant  has  been  required  to  obtain  a  surface  mining  permit  from  the 
Alameda  County  Planning  Department.  The  tenant  has  agreed  that  they  shall 
apply  to  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Department,  and  use  its  best  efforts  to 
obtain  with  reasonable  promptness,  the  amendment  to  SMP  29  that  would  permit 
mining  of  the  premises  to  a  depth  of  200  feet.  In  addition  to  the  base  rent  and  the 
percentage  rents  previously  mentioned,  the  tenant  has  agreed  to  pay  to  the 
landlord  (the  City)  $2  million  in  the  event  the  tenant  terminates  this  lease  before 
any  quarrying  commences  or,  if  the  City  should  terminate  the  lease,  before 
quarrying  commences  as  a  result  of  event  or  default.  The  City  has  also  requested 
the  tenant  deliver  to  the  City  any  aggregate,  including  sand  and  road  base,  that 
could  be  used  in  SFPUC's  daily  operations.  The  tenant  would  offset  rental 
payments  for  any  material  the  Department  would  purchase  directly  from  them.  The 
transfer  of  the  lease,  including  but  not  limited  to,  any  transfer  to  an  affiliate  of  the 
tenant,  would  also  be  subject  to  payment  of  a  transfer  fee  in  the  amount  of  $2 
million.  Finally,  the  tenant  would  perform  at  its  sole  cost  all  mitigation  measures 
identified  in  approved  plans  and  permits  and  any  environmental  documents  or 
instruments  relating  thereto  as  they  relate  to  the  premises. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  on  September  22,  2000  the  PUC  received  a  letter 
from  Elliston  Vineyards  for  a  counter  land  use  proposal.  He  asked  Mr.  Dowd 
whether  his  Department  had  had  a  chance  to  pursue  the  details  of  this  proposal 
with  the  Vineyards  and  come  up  with  a  comparison  with  the  proposed  lease  in 
question  today.  Mr.  Dowd  replied  that  they  had  done  an  internal  analysis  of  what 
is  proposed  in  the  letter  but  that  there  had  not  been  direct  negotiation  with  Elliston. 
He  stated  that  by  the  Department's  analysis  the  anticipated  revenues  based  on  the 
proposal  would  be  approximately  $14  million  over  the  term  of  the  lease,  as 
opposed  to  the  $50  million  with  Mission  Valley  Rock. 

President  Normandy  asked  about  the  annual  revenue,  covering  both  the  rental, 
and  the  percent  of  revenue  generated.  He  asked  how  these  compare.  Mr.  Dowd 
stated  that  he  had  not  had  a  chance  to  do  an  analysis,  but  would  say  there  was  a 
substantial  difference.  President  Normandy  asked  what  would  be  required  of  the 
Commission  if  it  decided  to  look  at  yet  another  alternative  before  proceeding  with 
this  one.  Mr.  Dowd  stated  that  we  would  have  to  run  specific  numbers  and  come 
back  to  the  Commission.  Mr.  Dowd  felt  that  it  could  very  well  trigger  an  entirely 
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new  bid  process  because  the  Department  would  be  opening  up  the  land  to  an 
outside  business  for  a  totally  different  operation. 

Joseph  Naras  covered  the  key  conditions  of  approval  for  the  Surface  Mining  Permit 
#32,  and  showed  overhead  slides.    There  are  93  conditions  of  approval  as  part  of 
the  permit.  Native  landscaping  such  as  trees,  shrubs,  and  grasses  will  provide  a 
habitat  and  screening  to  give  a  natural  look.  Mission  Valley  Rock  is  required  to 
replace  15  acres  of  vineyard  at  least  four  years  prior  to  removing  the  existing 
vineyards  from  the  mining  site.  MVR  will  fund  up  to  $50,000  for  a  feasibility  study 
and  preliminary  plan  for  the  Sunol  Valley  agricultural  plan  and  enhancement  effort. 
MVR  is  also  required  to  prepare  a  detailed  landscape  and  recreation  plan  for  the 
SMP  #32  quarry  area  prior  to  any  site  disturbance.  This  plan  will  be  approved  by 
the  SFPUC.  A  conceptual  preliminary  landscape  and  recreation  plan  has  already 
been  prepared  by  the  SFPUC  to  provide  guidance  for  the  detailed  plan.  All  site 
preparations  are  to  be  successfully  completed  within  eight  years  of  the  initial  site 
disturbance.  MVR  will  pay  $5,000  per  year  to  the  Sunol  Glen  School  for  the  term 
of  the  project  starting  with  the  commencement  of  mining  aggregate. 

Noise  -  All  equipment  operating  in  the  quarry  will  require  mufflers.  Berms  and 
landscape  buffers  will  be  installed.  Additionally  MVR  will  fund  installation  of  double 
paned  windows  and  a  mechanical  ventilation  system  at  the  Sunol  Glen  Elementary 
School  upon  request  of  the  SFPUC  or  the  School  if  Alameda  County  determines  it 
necessary  to  further  reduce  the  noise  and  dust. 

Visual  Qualitv  -  MVR  will  have  a  detailed  landscape  and  phasing  plan  designed  to 
minimize  visual  impacts  at  the  quarry  site  by  providing  an  effective  landscape 
screen.  MVR  is  also  required  to  build  a  continuous  meandering  berm  mentioned 
earlier,  around  the  perimeter  of  the  quarry  pit  and  this  berm  will  be  landscaped 
according  to  the  detailed  landscape  and  phasing  plan.  MVR  will  coordinate  all 
quarry  operations  including  buffering  land  use,  the  conveyor  belt  location  and 
design,  fencing  and  landscape  hillocks  with  the  SFPUC  to  facilitate  any  public 
access  plans  deemed  desirable  by  the  SFPUC  in  the  future.  Periodical  review  of 
the  elements  of  the  landscape  plan  will  be  made  by  Alameda  County,  the  Sunol 
Community  Advisory  Committee,  and  the  SFPUC  to  ensure  the  adequacy  of  the 
plan,  the  plantings,  the  hillocks,  and  the  construction  in  meeting  the  objectives  of 
reducing  the  visual  impacts.  The  screened  landscaping  will  be  permanently 
installed  at  least  four  years  prior  to  activity  in  areas  of  active  mining. 

Air  Qualitv  -  MVR  will  take  preventive  measures  to  reduce  the  creation  of  dust  to 
the  maximum  extent  possible.  Measures  will  include  but  not  be  limited  to,  the  use 
of  water  as  a  dust  suppressant,  temporarily  suspending  operations  during  periods 
of  high  winds  or  the  use  of  other  control  measures  and  devices  as  required  by 
Alameda  County. 
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Traffic  -  there  are  no  new  access  roads  or  access  points  to  tfie  quarry  site  allowed  from 
Paloma  Road.  All  access  to  the  site  will  be  via  an  existing  road  which  passes 
from  the  southern  location  under  1-680. 


Public  Health  and  Safety  -  there  will  be  potable  water  and  adequate  toilet  facilities 
installed  for  the  employees  that  work  on  the  quarry.  Fire  protection  plans  will  be 
filed  with  Alameda  County  Fire  Department  and  the  California  Department  of 
Forestry  and  Fire  Protection.  The  perimeter  of  the  mining  area  will  be  fenced  prior 
to  the  mining  activities  in  conformance  with  the  Surface  Mining  ordinance.  The 
Surface  Mining  permit  terminates  January  1 ,  2045  or  upon  the  completion  of 
mining.  No  processing  plant  is  allowed  on  SMP  #32.  The  permit  may  be  revoked 
for  any  reason  of  non-compliance  pursuant  to  the  Alameda  County  Surface  Mining 
Ordinance. 

President  Normandy  asked  questions  regarding  installation  of  double  paned 
windows  and  a  mechanical  ventilation  system  at  the  Sunol  Glen  School  if  Alameda 
County  determines  it  necessary  to  further  reduce  noise  impacts.    He  found  that 
disturbing  because  it  was  predicated  on  responsive  action  from  Alameda  County. 

Adolph  Martinelli,  introduced  himself  as  Director  of  the  Community  Development 
Agency  for  Alameda  County.  He  stated  the  noise  issue  was  an  important  part  of 
their  analysis.  The  County  felt  that  there  would  be  very  little  noise  from  the  quarry 
operations.  The  processing  plant  is  over  half  a  mile  away  on  the  other  side  of  the 
freeway  and  will  not  impact  the  Sunol  community  any  differently  than  it  does  now 
and  now  it  does  not  impact  them.  The  excavation  will  go  straight  down.  Berming 
must  be  in  place  before  the  mining  operation  itself  starts  so  that  the  landscaping 
will  occur  four  years  before  mining.  Conditions  are  that  those  aspects  of  the 
operation  have  to  occur  during  the  summer  months  and  the  Sunol  Glen  School  will 
not  be  in  session.  The  effect  of  the  operations  would  not  be  much  different  from 
tilling  the  field  which  goes  on  twice  a  year.  Alameda  County  has  conditions  for  the 
annual  monitoring,  five  year  monitoring,  and  response  to  complaints.  They  also 
have  equipment  to  do  technical  measurements  of  noise  if  there  are  any  impacts, 
and  are  committed  to  mitigate  that.  He  felt  that  the  perception  of  this  operation  is 
much  greater  than  the  reality.  The  County  currently  has  mining  going  on  in  the 
Livermore  area,  an  active  excavation  with  new  subdivisions  immediately  adjacent 
to  it,  with  houses  beginning  at  $850,000  and  up  and  they  are  selling  rapidly  without 
any  complaints.  The  Ruby  Hill  community,  a  country  club  community  in  the 
Pleasanton  hills  overlooks  the  vast  Pleasanton  area  quarries  -  these  are  million 
dollar  houses,  and  Alameda  County  has  had  no  complaints,  and  they  are  in  closer 
proximity  than  the  community  of  Sunol  is  to  the  proposed  quarry. 

President  Normandy  stated  he  wished  to  go  back  to  his  original  question:  if  the 
installation  of  double  glass  panes  and  a  ventilation  system  for  the  school  could  be 
done  at  the  behest  of  either  the  property  owner  or  the  affected  people.  Mr. 
Martinelli  replied  that  they  would  be  installed  if  there  was  a  problem  attributable  to 
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the  operation,  but  that  it  was  not  a  blank  check  to  replace  the  windows  in  the 
school.  A  provision  could  be  possibly  put  in  the  lease  to  give  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  comparable  authority. 

President  Normandy  also  expressed  concerned  that  there  was  mention  of 
monitoring  by  the  County  but  he  saw  no  provisions  for  actually  policing  and 
enforcing. 

Mr.  Martinelli  replied  that  Alameda  County  had  a  zoning  enforcement  unit,  and  fees 
are  collected  for  monitoring.  A  monitoring  report  is  required  annually,  there  are  field 
inspectors  who  go  out  and  respond  to  complaints  by  the  community.  There  are  at 
least  four  different  levels  of  monitoring. 

President  Normandy  asked  about  sanctions.  Mr.  Martinelli  replied  that  the 
sanctions  range  from  enforcement  of  conditions  to  relocation  of  the  permit  -  that  is 
the  maximum  sanction  that  the  County  has.  President  Normandy  asked  if  there 
were  any  interim  ones.  Mr.  Martinelli  said  there  was  aggressive  enforcement,  to 
be  followed  by  revocation  or  suspension  of  the  permit.  The  County  usually 
receives  cooperation  with  that  heavy  a  hammer. 

President  Normandy  asked  about  MVR  funding  a  $50,000  feasibility  study  and 
preliminary  plan  for  Sunol  Valley  agricultural  preservation  and  enhancement.  After 
the  study,  what  then?  Is  it  filed  to  gather  dust?  Mr.  Martinelli  stated  that  the  intent 
is  that  the  Preservation  Enhancement  Plan  would  be  an  affirmative  plan  which 
would  encourage  through  incentives  the  expansion  of  cultivated  agriculture  in  the 
area.  It  would  look  at  the  availability  of  water,  which  is  the  biggest  impediment  to 
cultivated  agriculture,  types  of  crops,  zoning  incentives,  land  use  operations  and  its 
intention  is  to  be  adopted  by  the  Planning  Commission  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors.  Alameda  County  has  adopted  a  plan  in  the  south  Livermore  area  - 
an  agricultural  enhancement  plan  -  which  has  been  very  effective.  When  initiated 
the  County's  cultivated  vineyards  were  below  1 ,800  acres  and  through  the  plan 
they  now  have  over  4,000  acres  planted. 

President  Normandy  asked  the  representative  from  Mission  Valley  Rock  (MVR)  to 
step  to  the  podium. 

Mr.  Michael  Ohleyer  introduced  himself  as  representing  Mission  Valley  Rock. 

President  Normandy  questioned  Mr.  Ohleyer  regarding  the  mitigation  measures. 
Item  #5  (Creation  of  landscaped  hillocks)  stating  it  did  not  seem  to  jibe  with  Item 
#15  (Visual  Quality).  Item  5,  regarding  the  hillocks  states  "top  soil  from  the  mining 
site  will  be  utilized  in  creation  of  the  berms"  -  meaning  that  digging  will  have  to 
happen  first.  Item  15  states  "screen  landscaping  will  be  permanently  installed  at 
least  four  years  prior  to  activity  in  areas  of  active  mining."  There  appeared  to  be  a 
discrepancy.  Mr.  Ohleyer  stated  it  was  his  understanding  that  the  intention  was 
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just  to  take  the  topsoil  off,  not  go  down  and  dig  rock  at  that  point  -  just  a  scraping 
of  dirt  -  building  the  dirt  into  the  hillocks.  MVR  obviously  also  has  access  to  other 
dirt  from  the  other  side  of  the  freeway  as  well,  but  would  not  do  any  "active  mining" 
that  is,  the  digging  of  the  rock  prior  to  doing  the  landscaping. 

President  Normandy  reiterated  that  it  was  firm  in  the  lease  as  well  as  the  mitigation 
summary,  that  the  screen  landscaping  is  to  be  permanently  installed  four  years 
prior  to  any  activity  or  any  digging.  He  also  had  concerns  with  yet  another 
provision  showing  a  clockwise  digging  pattern  which  would  start  closest  to  the 
Temple  and,  if  the  berms  and  protective  landscaping  were  not  in  place  to  protect 
the  Temple,  the  SFPUC  investment  in  the  Temple  restoration  might  be  at  risk. 

Mr.  Ohieyer  stated  MVR  would  not  jeopardize  any  property  of  its  landlord,  the  City. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  Gary  Dowd  whether  in  the  lease  there  was  a  minimum 
amount  of  sand  and  gravel  that  had  to  be  mined  every  year.  Mr.  Dowd  stated  he 
did  not  believe  there  was  a  minimum,  but  unless  there  were  certain  weather 
conditions  that  would  prohibit  mining,  he  anticipated  about  a  million  and  a  half  tons 
per  year.  It  could  fluctuate  with  a  heavy  winter  or  if  market  conditions  changed, 
and  MVR  could  not  sell  the  aggregate  on  the  open  market,  then  Mission  Valley 
Rock  would  obviously  reduce  how  much  was  pulled  from  the  pit.  MVR  is,  of 
course,  motivated  to  mine  as  much  as  they  can  and  sell  as  much  as  they  can. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  if  there  was  a  possibility  that  the  pit  would  be  mined  out 
before  40  years.  Mr.  Dowd  stated  he  did  not  know. 

Mr.  Ohieyer  clarified  the  issue  stating  that  the  period  anticipated  to  mine  is  about 
35  years  at  the  shortest  subject  to  weather  conditions.  MVR  would  expect  to  mine 
substantial  tons  every  year  -  one  million  to  two  million  tons.  In  the  past  five  years 
they  had  averaged  a  total  amount  of  $5  million  rent  to  San  Francisco,  which  means 
about  a  million  tons  a  year. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  Gary  Dowd  if  the  rate  of  $1  per  ton  was  over  the  40- 
year  term.  Mr.  Dowd  stated  that  it  would  be  open  to  negotiation,  based  on  the  fact 
that  every  five  years,  the  PUC  has  an  opportunity  to  adjust  after  doing  an 
evaluation  of  market  conditions.  He  anticipated  probably  starting  around  $1  per 
ton,  remembering  that  nothing  will  be  mined  for  four  or  five  years.  The  tonnage 
rate  is  around  80  cents  in  today's  market. 

Public  Testimony 

A  request  had  been  made  by  members  of  the  public  to  show  a  film  which  was 
approximately  15  minutes  in  length.  Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  the  film 
would  fall  under  the  time  allocation  of  the  presenters  and  asked  whether  the  Chair 
had  authorized  this  prior  to  the  meeting.  President  Normandy  stated  that  the  Sunol 
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group  had  agreed  to  show  the  film  as  part  of  the  total  testimony.  A  number  of 
people  indicated  they  would  yield  their  time  in  favor  of  showing  the  film. 

The  film  gave  a  history  of  the  Town  of  Sunol  and  the  Water  system  and  showed 
clips  of  the  small  school,  the  fight  against  housing  developments  and  the 
restoration  of  the  Water  Temple.  The  film  and  voice  over  also  spoke  against  the 
proposed  quarrying  saying  it  would  bring  an  "industrial  nightmare"  to  Sunol,  and 
that  the  dust  would  have  harmful  effects  on  children  attending  the  school.  The  film 
charged  that  the  land  could  be  better  used  for  agricultural  purposes.  It  stated  that  if 
such  a  project  was  proposed  in  San  Francisco  instead  of  Sunol  that  the  citizens  of 
San  Francisco  would  not  tolerate  it. 

The  following  people  then  spoke  against  the  Quarry  Project:  Pat  Stillman,  Save 
Our  Sunol;  Keith  Flavetta;  Bree  James;  Maryanne  Canaparo;  Robert  Foster;  Jim 
O'Laughlin;  Carole  Varela;  Derek  Johnson;  and  Bob  Frillman.  The  speakers 
encouraged  the  idea  of  a  vineyard  on  the  land  as  an  alternative  to  the  mining. 

The  following  people,  who  would  have  spoken  against  the  project,  had  yielded  up 
their  time  slots  in  favor  of  the  film:  Dr.  Kendall  Guthrie;  Louise  Throop;  Victoria 
Barnes;  Sarah  Mills;  Kelly  Sandlin;  and  Diane  Tiessen. 

Keith  Flavetta,  owner  of  Elliston  Vineyards  spoke  to  say  he  had  recently  sent  the 
Commission  a  white  paper  on  possible  use  of  the  property.  He  had  not  been  able 
to  get  soil  samples  to  determine  the  types  of  grapes  that  might  be  grown  on  the 
land  and  do  an  estimate  as  to  the  amount  of  return,  in  royalties,  that  this  could 
provide.  He  suggested  that  the  Commission  look  at  the  net  revenue  differences  in 
terms  of  what  is  generated  from  one  portion  and  what  is  generated  from  another. 
He  asked  for  the  opportunity  to  put  together  a  firm  commitment  and  feasibility 
study,  not  only  addressing  the  agricultural  issues,  but  the  time  to  put  it  together 
from  a  financial  standpoint. 

Some  speakers  stressed  that  although  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of  public 
outreach  during  the  EIR  process,  they  did  not  feel  heard,  and  that  the  protests  of 
many  people  had  been  dismissed.  Others  stated  that  the  projected  mining 
revenues  seemed  to  be  unsubstantiated. 

John  Hedgecomb,  an  environmental  attorney,  discussed  the  EIR  and  took 
exception  to  the  requiring  of  water  storage  or  revenues  mentioned  stating  that 
there  was  no  balancing  of  options.  He  stated  this  was  not  acceptable  under 
CEQA.  He  mentioned  what  he  considered  other  inconsistencies  in  the  EIR, 

The  Sunolians  handed  the  Commission  a  resolution  passed  by  the  Sunol  Glen 
School  Board  (their  only  legal  body)  opposing  the  quarry  extension  north  west  of  I- 
680. 
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Speakers  in  favor  of  the  mining  lease  were:  IVI.  J.  Dunlap,  Operating  Engineers  #3; 
and  Stu  Heifer,  Teamsters  Local  853. 

Those  speaking  for  the  project  were  workers  or  union  representatives  of  workers 
who  were  employed  by  Mission  Valley  Rock.  Comments  included  the  fact  that  the 
area  would  be  left  with  a  water  supply  and  a  lake  surrounded  by  40-year  old  trees, 
which  would  eventually  be  an  enhancement  to  the  valley. 

After  the  public  testimony,  the  meeting  recessed  at  4:45  P.M.  The  meeting 
reconvened  at  4:50  P.M. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  he  supported  staff's  recommendation  and  said  he 
was  prepared  to  make  a  motion.  He  stressed  that  first  of  all  PUC's  business  is 
water  and  this  lease  is  in  line  with  providing  water  and  storage  and  is  in  the  long 
range  plan  and  has  been  in  the  Alameda  County  Master  Plan  for  many  years.  He 
did  not  see  it  as  strip  mining;  in  the  end  it  will  be  a  lake  and  he  was  of  the  opinion 
that  with  strip  mining  one  ended  up  with  nothing.  Much  of  the  mitigation  took  away 
from  that  harsh  word,  and  he  thought  that  this  was  something  different.  He 
stressed  to  the  public  that  he  did  listen  to  what  everyone  said,  and  the  suggestion 
that  the  Commission  did  not  do  so  was  not  accurate.  He  stated  that  he  might  not 
be  coming  to  the  same  conclusion  but  that  he  was  honestly  listening  and  that  there 
was  a  big  difference  between  those  two  things.  Suggesting  anything  different  did 
an  injustice  to  the  diligence  the  Commission  took  on  reading  and  carefully 
reviewing  ail  the  issues  in  front  of  them.  This  lease  is  different  from  the  PUC  policy 
which  has  a  20-year  limitation,  but  he  supported  extending  it  to  the  40  years  staff 
proposed  because  of  the  nature  of  the  lease,  and  the  many  early  mitigation 
measures  need  to  justify  the  longer  term. 

Commissioner  Makras  explained  that  the  lease  was  justified  in  order  to  keep  the 
flow  of  income  coming  in,  because  MVR  does  have  the  plant,  and  to  bring  in 
another  operator  after  this  would  mean  having  to  put  in  a  new  plant.  He 
encouraged  support  of  the  item  because  of  an  initiative  on  the  Alameda  ballot  this 
November  that  could  possibly  negatively  affect  the  SFPUC  interests.  He  strongly 
supported  the  idea  that  the  water  storage  is  significant.  Earlier  in  the  agenda,  the 
Mayor  of  Burlingame  and  a  number  of  people  in  attendance  had  asked  the  SFPUC 
to  provide  storage  and  look  at  the  long-term  situation  of  our  water  system,  and 
16,000  acres  of  water  is  significant.  In  regard  to  the  reservoir,  when  people  say  "no 
not  here";  his  answer  is  "then  where?"  Commissioner  Makras  moved  the  item  for 
approval. 

The  motion  was  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen.  She  reminded  everyone  that 
the  overall  goal  was  water  storage  thus  increasing  the  yield  and  reliability  for  a 
water  supply  now  at  70%  capacity.  She  also  felt  that  the  revenue  ($1 .5  million  per 
year)  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  was  meaningful.  She  added  that 
she  admired  Mission  Valley  Rock  for  what  they  have  accepted  in  the  many  issues 
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and  conditions  of  approval  for  SMP  32.  Also  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  Alameda 
County  has  adopted  the  EIR.  The  people  of  San  Francisco  did  restore  the  Temple 
and  that  was  a  gift  to  everyone  as  well  as  to  the  people  of  Sunol.  Lastly,  in  the 
film,  it  stated  "that  we  are  borrowing  the  earth  for  our  children."  She  said  in  a  few 
decades  the  children  of  Sunol  will  have  a  beautiful  lake  and  they  will  also  have 
increased  water  storage. 

Commissioner  Cook  concurred  with  his  fellow  Commissioners.  He  felt  that  he  had 
lived  with  this  for  some  time  and  commended  staff  for  their  diligence.  The 
Commission  has  spent  many  hours  in  reviewing  the  different  proposals.  The 
SFPUC  has  vested  numerous  hours  and  resources  to  come  to  this  conclusion 
regarding  this  lease.  It  has  been  a  difficult  task  to  assault  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  Sunol  and  at  the  same  time  look  at  the  needs  of  the  water  system  and  the 
management  of  resources.  He  concurred  with  the  other  Commissioners  and 
supported  the  recommendation  of  the  staff. 

President  Normandy  disagreed,  stating  that  although  he  felt  duty  bound  to  support 
any  and  ail  processes  that  provided  much  needed  water  storage  and  revenue  to 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  he  was  not  yet  convinced  that  the  mining 
lease  was  the  sole  solution.  Neither  was  he  convinced  that  there  were  sufficient 
protections  for  SFPUC  own  water  operations  and  the  Sunol  Temple. 

The  President  called  for  the  question. 

All  in  favor:  Makras,  Caen,  Cook 

Against:  Normandy 

The  motion  to  adopt  the  following  resolution  passed  (3-1). 

Resolution  No.  00-0230:     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

execute  a  lease  with  Mission  Valley  Rock  Company,  for 
approximately  242  acres  of  PUC  land  located  on  a 
portion  of  Parcel  65  of  Alameda  County  lands  in  Sunol, 
California,  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  a  sand 
and  gravel  quarry. 

Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  SFPUC  Commercial  Paper  Program. 

Staff  Recommendation:    Increase  the  size  of  the  SFPUC  Commercial  Paper 

Program  from  $150  million  to  $250  million. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  continue 
Item  1 1  to  the  next  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on  October  10,  2000; 
passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 
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12.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  filtration  avoidance. 

Staff  Recommendation:    Affirm  SFPUC  practices  and  policy  to  take  all  actions 

necessary  to  maintain  the  "filtration  avoidance"  status  for 
the  Hetch  Hetchy  system. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  continue 
Item  12  to  the  next  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on  October  10,  2000; 
passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

13.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  Microbial/Disinfection  Byproducts 
Agreement. 

Staff  Recommendation:    Concurs  with  the  SFPUC  General  Manager's 

determination  to  communicate  the  City's  support  for  the 
negotiated  rule  framework  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Act 
Committee  resulting  from  the  Microbial/Disinfection 
Byproduct  FACA  Stage  2 
M-DBP  Agreement  in  Principle. 

This  item  was  continued  to  the  next  meeting  by  consensus  of  the  Commission. 

LEASES  AND  PERMITS 

1 6.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  Public 
Utilities  Commission  land  located  at  the  Southeast  Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps 
Street  between  Jerrold  and  Galvez  Avenues.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of 
September  12,  2000.) 

Staff  Recommendation:    Declare  the  substation  parcel  property  as  surplus;  request 

the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  and  submit  a 
legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  accommodate 
the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  2,968  sq.  ft.  of  land  owned  by 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  located  at  the  Southeast 
Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps  Street  between  Jerrold  and 
Galvez  Avenues  to  the  Public  Transportation 
Commission,  at  historical  cost  of  $2,166.64  to  construct 
an  electrical  substation  building;  adopt  the  findings  under 
the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  for 
approval  of  the  Light  Rail  Alternative;  and  adopt  mitigation 
measures  described  on  the  findings. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  continue 
Item  16  to  the  next  regular  meeting  scheduled  on  October  10,  2000;  passed  (4-0) 
unanimously. 


00-317 


September  26,  2000 


CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 


Award 

17.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
253. 

Mr.  Quan  explained  the  item. 

Commissioner  Cook  moved  to  adopt.  He  commented  that  there  was  only  one 
bidder,  and  he  wished  it  was  more  competitive,  but  it  was  not. 

President  Normandy  seconded. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  Mr.  Quan  about  a  note  that  the  bidder  was  active  in 
the  bid  discussion  and  inquired  as  to  whether  participation  in  the  pre-bid 
conference  meant  giving  them  a  contract.  Mr.  Quan  explained  that  at  the  pre-bid 
conference  the  appearance  of  a  contractor  is  an  indication  of  interest  in  bidding.  At 
the  pre-bid  there  were  twelve  prospective  bidders;  however,  only  two  actually  met 
the  certification  requirements  delineated  by  the  steel  structures  painting  consultant. 
The  certification  requirement  was  part  of  the  contract  because  the  Oceanside  Plant 
is  located  in  a  corrosive  environment.  Certification  was  something  the  project  team 
felt  was  absolutely  necessary  because  the  application  of  special  materials  needed 
a  certain  amount  of  experience  and  training.  Jeffco  Painting  was  the  only 
responsive  bidder  submitting  a  bid  on  time.  A  subsequent  bid  was  received  the 
following  day,  but  was  deemed  non-responsive  because  it  was  late. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  if  put  out  to  bid,  what  would  the  engineer's  estimate 
be.  Mr.  Quan  replied  that  it  would  probably  be  much  higher,  more  in  line  with  that 
received. 

Commissioner  Makras  continued  to  question  as  to  whether  this  was  based  on  a 
mistake?  Mr.  Quan  replied  that  there  were  a  limited  amount  of  bidders  qualified  to 
submit  bids.  Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  UEB  should  be  on  the  cutting 
edge  as  to  the  state  of  the  market  place.  Mr.  Quan  replied  that  ideally  that  should 
be  so  but  oftentimes  market  conditions  prevented  from  being  exact. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  given  the  foregoing,  he  did  not  know  whether  we 
should  spend  the  manpower  providing  our  own  engineer's  estimates  if  we  were  not 
going  to  adhere  to  it.  Mr.  Quan  explained  that  the  engineer's  estimate  is  basically 
a  guess  at  what  the  marketplace  dictates.  He  cited  as  an  example,  buying  a 
house.  A  house  is  placed  on  the  market,  the  seller  has  in  mind  a  price  but  if  the 
market  is  active,  buyers  will  bid  up  and  the  seller  will  receive  a  better  price  than  the 
one  originally  anticipated.    Here  there  were  a  limited  amount  of  bidders  and  in  the 
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State  of  California  tliere  are  only  three  tliat  are  certified  QP-1 .  Two  out  of  the  three 
submitted  bids. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  why  this  item  wasn't  sole  sourced.  Mr.  Quan  replied 
that  UEB  try  to  get  competitive  bids  as  much  as  possible  and  that  many  people 
could  have  qualified  within  the  time  period.  At  the  time  of  bidding  staff  knew  there 
were  three  but  during  the  pre-bid  twelve  contractors  showed  up;  UEB  assumed 
that  they  could  be  qualified  by  the  time  the  bids  were  received.  It  is  unfortunate 
that  only  two  submitted  bids. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  President  Normandy  to  adopt  Item 
17;  passed  (3-1).  Commissioner  Makras  voted  nay. 

Resolution  No.  00-0231 :     Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-253, 

Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digester 
Complex  and  Gas  Holder  Coatings  Rehabilitation,  in  the 
amount  of  $282,221  to  Jeffco  Painting  and  Coating,  Inc. 

Amend 

18.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2294. 

Mr.  Quan  explained  the  item.  The  primary  reason  for  the  contract  modification  was 
that  erosion  along  Alameda  Creek  was  considerably  heavier  than  anticipated.  The 
design  phase  of  the  project  was  due  prior  to  the  El  Nino  storms  and  when  the 
contract  was  issued  it  had  not  been  realized  how  much  erosion  had  taken  place. 
Dept.  of  Fish  and  Game  permit  allowed  for  construction  between  April  and 
October.  The  contract  was  awarded  in  September  1999  which  gave  just  a  month 
to  do  work,  so  Fish  and  Game  were  asked  for  an  extension. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  if  the  erosion  was  one  of  the  main  reasons  for 
the  delay,  why  under  the  "deletion  of  work"  did  UEB  delete  allowance  for 
environmental  mitigation?  Mr.  Quan  replied  that  staff  had  it  structured  to  allow  for 
environmental  mitigation.  Fish  &  Game  had  not  determined  the  type  of  mitigation 
work  and  that  information  did  not  come  in  until  after  the  contract  was  awarded. 

Commissioner  Makras  moved  the  item.  However,  he  stated  that  he  had  mentioned 
under  New  Business  Section,  his  concern  over  the  extension  of  contracts  and  this 
one  specifically  had  caught  his  eye.  A  255-day  extension  seemed  excessive. 

President  Normandy  welcomed  Commissioner  Makras's  remarks  and  seconded 
the  motion  but  asked  that  Commissioner  Makras's  comments  be  addressed  under 
New  Business. 
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Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Normandy,  to  adopt 
the  following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0232:     Approve  Modification  No.  1  to  San  Francisco  Water 

Department  Contract  No.  WD-2294,  Alameda  Creek 
Diversion  Dam  -  Erosion  and  Miscellaneous  Repairs,  in 
the  debit  amount  of  $61 ,404  and  time  extension  of  255 
calendar  days;  approve  the  transfer  of  $80,000  from 
Watershed  Roads  Reconstruction  Project  to  Alameda 
Creek  Diversion  Dam  Project. 

Close 

19.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  2208. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Accept  work  performed  for  San  Francisco  Water 

Department  Contract  No.  2208,  Sunset  Supply  Pipeline 
Replacement  at  Kaiser  Hospital,  South  San  Francisco; 
approve  Contract  Modification  No.  1  in  the  debit  amount 
of  $1 0,398  with  a  time  extension  of  96  days;  and 
authorize  final  payment  of  $12,523  to  Shaw  Pipelines, 
Inc. 

Item  19  was  continued  to  the  next  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on 
October  10,  2000  by  consensus  of  the  Commission. 

PROFESSIONAL  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 

Award 

20.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  a  Financial  Advisory  Services  Contract. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Authorize  the  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Finance 

and  Administration  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  two- 
year  contract  with  Montague/DeRose  and  Associates- 
Kitahata  and  Company  to  provide  financial  advisory 
services,  at  a  cost  not-to-exceed  $250,000. 

Item  20  was  continued  to  the  next  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on 
October  10,  2000  by  consensus  of  the  Commission. 
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21. 


Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Contract  No.  CS-520  -  Operation  and 
Maintenance  of  a  Cogeneration  Facility  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control 
Plant.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of  September  12,  2000. 


Staff  Recommendation:      Award  a  contract  to  Sierra  Detroit  Diesel  Allison  to 

operate  and  maintain  a  cogeneration  plant  at  the 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  for  a  period  of 
up  to  five  years  following  Commercial  Operation  for 
$1,157,540. 

Item  21  was  continued  to  the  next  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on 
October  10,  2000  by  consensus  of  the  Commission. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


22.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  no  public  comments. 


23.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 


At  5:09  P.M.  to  5:15  P.M.,  the  meeting  was  recessed. 


The  Public  Utilities  Commission  went  in  Closed  Session  at  5:15  P.M.  to  discuss  the 
following  matters: 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 


Anticipated  Litigation: 
Property: 

Parties  Negotiating: 
Under  Negotiation: 


As  Plaintiff  and  as  Defendant 

500+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property 
on  Bernal  Avenue  in  Alameda  County 
Lymburn/Malamut 
City  of  Pleasanton 
Terms  and  Conditions 
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Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  PUC  General  IVIanager  Jolin  P.  IVIullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  Genera! 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  and  Deputy  City 
Attorney  John  Malamut. 

No  action  was  taken. 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(b)(3)(A): 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Defendant 

Regarding  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract 
Disputes. 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Muilane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  and  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Theresa  Mueller,  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Finance  &  Administration 
William  Berry,  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Operations  Lawrence  T.  Klein, 
Acting  Hetch  Hetchy  General  Manager  Laurie  Park,  Bureau  of  Strategic  and 
Systems  Planning  Manager  Michael  Carlin. 

No  action  was  taken. 

26.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
and  Commissioner  Caen. 

No  action  was  taken. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session  at  5:24 
P.M.  Commissioner  Caen  was  excused. 

27.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  there  were  no  actions  taken  during  Closed 
Session. 
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28.  Motion  regarding  wiietiier  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 


Moved  by  Connmissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  not  to 
disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (3-0)  unanimously. 


Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  5:26  P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0229 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors  recommended  that  Comprehensive 
Watershed  Management  Policy  and  Plans  be  prepared  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to 
provide  a  framework  for  making  future  decisions  about  watershed  land  and  water  resources  while 
protecting  the  water  quality  of  the  City's  watersheds  and  reservoirs;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved  the  preparation  of 
Comprehensive  Watershed  Management  Policy  and  Plans  by  Resolution  No.  91-0354,  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  identified  preferred  alternatives  and 
authorized  the  General  Manager  to  finalize  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan 
Environmental  Impact  Report;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Draft  Programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Report  for  the  Alameda 
Watershed  Management  Plan  was  prepared  and  distributed  to  the  public  on  December  11,1 999, 
and  on  August  3,  2000,  the  Department  of  City  Planning  certified  as  complete  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Report  under  the  California  Envirormiental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  adopts  the  findings  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  attached  hereto  as  Attachment  A,  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  adopts  the  Alameda  Watershed 
Management  Plan. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  SpP  2  6  2QQQ  


Secretary^ 


;  PL^^Utilitie^onT^Ti(^^^ 


ATTACHMENT  A 

ALAMEDA  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  PLAN 
CALIFORNIA  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT  FINDINGS 
SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

I.  INTRODUCTION. 

The  following  findings  are  hereby  adopted  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  ("SFPUC")  with  respect  to  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan  final 
Environmental  Impact  Report  ("FEIR")  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act,  California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  etseq. 
("CEQA"),  14  California  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000  et  seq.,  (the  CEQA 
Guidelines")  and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Adipimstrative  Code. 

This  document  is  organized  as  follows: 

Article  II  provides  a  description  of  the  Project.  The  actions  to  be  taken  by  the 
SFPUC  are  described  in  Article  III  below. 

Article  TV  of  this  document  provides  the  basis  for  approval  of  the  Project  a 
description  of  each  Alternative,  and  the  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  and  other 
considerations  which  support  the  rejection  of  the  elements  of  the  Alternatives  analyzed  m 
the  FEIR. 

Article  V  sets  forth  findings  as  to  the  disposition  of  each  of  the  mitigation 
measures  proposed  in  the  FEIR.  Mitigation  measures  are  grouped  m  the  following 
categories:  (1)  Measures  recommended  for  adoption  by  the  SFPUC  exactly  as  proposed 
in  the  FEIR  and  which  can  be  implemented  by  the  SFPUC's  component  bureaus;  and  (2) 
Measures  proposed  in  the  FEIR  and  recommended  by  the  SFPUC  for  adoption  and  which 
are  enforceable  by  agencies  other  than  City  agencies.  Exhibit  1,  attached  to  these 
findings,  contains  the  full  text  of  the  mitigation  measures  as  proposed  m  the  FEIR. 
Exhibit  2,  attached  hereto,  contains  the  Mitigation  Momtonng  and  Reporting  Program. 

Article  VI  identifies  the  unavoidable,  significant  adverse  impacts  of  the  Project 
which  have  not  been  mitigated  to  a  level  of  insignificance  by  the  adoption  of  mitigation 
measures  as  provided  in  Article  V,  above. 

Article  VII  contains  a  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations,  setting  forth 
specific  reasons  in  support  of  the  SFPUC's  actions  and  its  rejection  of  the  Alternatives 
not  incorporated  in  the  Project. 

II.       PROJECT  DESCRIPTION. 

A        Detailed  Project  Descriptinn/Relationship  to  FEIR .  The  following  is  a 
description  of  the  actions  contemplated  by  the  Alameda  Watershed  Plan  and  the  Plan's 
relationship  to  the  FEIR. 

1        Process  The  SFPUC  approved  the  preparation  of  a  comprehensive 
Watershed  Management  Policy  and  Plan  in  Resolution  No- 91-0354.  The  SFPUC 
identified  a  prefeS-ed  alternative  for  the  Plan  in  Resolution  No.  95-001 1  and  identified  a 
preferred  alternative  for  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Element  of  the 
Watershed  Plan  in  Resolution  No.  96-0090  dated  May  14, 1996.  A  Draft  Programmatic 


».llOOFmil 


1 


(JiM-UCWMILSTErWATSHEDVALArNDaDOC 


Hetchv  system  power  operations  and  responsibly  managing  the  humaii  physical  and 
Sural  re^sou^J^s  entrusted  to  its  care.  The  SFPUC  mission  statement  for  watershed 
management  includes  the  following  goals: 

.    to  provide  the  best  environment  for  the  production  collection  and  storage  of 
the^Sest  quality  water  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  its 
suburban  wholesale  water  customers; 

.    to  develop  implement,  and  monitor  a  resource  management  program  which 
addresses  all  Watershed  activities;  and  .      ^  ,    ^  i 

.    to  apply  besl  management  practices  for  the  protection  of  water  and  natural 
resources  and  to  their  conservation,  enhancement,  restoration,  and 
maintenance,  while  balancing  financial  costs  and  benefits. 

The  nuroose  of  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan  is  to  provide  a  pohcy 
framework  forThe  SFVuC  to  make  consistent  decisions  about  the  activities  practices, 
trameworK  lor  me  /^'^f  •     .   Watershed  lands  g  ven  the  mission  statement 

and  P/o/^dure^  th^^^^^^^^  l^^'^^J"^^^^^^^^^  The  Management  Plan  . 

Watershed  activities  and  reflect  the  unique  qualities  of  the  Alameda  Watershed. 

In  addition  to  serving  as  a  long-term  regulatory  framework  for  decision-making 
bv  the  SFPUC  the  Management  Plan  is  also  intonded  to  be  used  as  a  Watershed 
by  tne  i.ti-v^,  • ,  ,        SFPUC's  Land  and  Resource  Management 

management  imp  ementat^^^  the  LRMS  with  management 

SrSe]  t^^plr^eSsT^^^^^       goals  and  pohcies  for  water  quality,  water 
suDDlv  rcoScal  anTcultural  resource  protection,  fire  safety  management  Watershed 
acS?Wes  tbTc  aw^^^^^      and  financial  management.  The  Management  Plan  also 
Sbles  LRMS  staf^^^^  address  and  plan  for  future  management  issues  such  as  fire 

^rgr^pTa™  ^^^^  r  agement  and  actions  to 

effectuate  this  policy,  subject  to  available  fimdmg  and  staffing. 

The  Management  Plan  was  designed  to  improve  the  SFPUC's  ability  to  protect  its 
watershed  hS  The  overall  enviro^ental  impacts  of  the  Management  Plan  ^e 
Sd^ofhef^tthat^^^^^^ 

^cZr^^ti^^'^^pS^^^^^  Analysis  of  these  actions  fonned  the  core 


of  the  FEIR. 


3    Mnnnrrm-^        ^-"^'^  ^"d  Policies.  The  primary  goal  of  the  Watershed  - 
hSrds-  (4)  continue  existing  compatible  uses  and  provide  opportunities  for 

°s:;,!|[:ti4weus^^^^ 

scientific  uses;  (5)  P^^^^^.^^^^i^^'^^  administrative  framework  that  allows 

fm^reSr^^^^^^^^^ 

water  quality,  water  supply,  conservation,  and  watershed  protection  issues. 

The  policies  ofthe  Management  Plan  are  organized  into  11  major  topics  as 
follows: 
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c  Human  and  animal  waste  actions  include  inspection  procedures  for  SFPUC 
and  lesseeSes  survey  actions  to  assess  the  impacts  of  wi  dlife  excrement  on  water 
^J^^ldcoTd^n^^^  with  other  agencies  conducting  activUies  m  the  watershed  to 
reduce  water  quahty  risks  associated  with  human  and  animal  waste. 

d  Roads  actions  include  assessing  the  existing  condition  ofroads;  taking  action 
to  reduce  efosion;  inspection  requirements;  and  developmg  requirements  for  new  roads. 

e  Conservation  and  reclamation  of  water  actions  include  evaluating  measures 
to  increase  conservation  of  water  and  use  of  recycled  water  m  the  watershed. 

f  Fire  management  actions  include  fire  protection/  prevention  equipment; 
installati;)n  of  fire  defense  improvements;  undertaking  fuel  management  projects  to 
reduce  fire  risk;  and  ongoing  monitoring.  -  - 

2  Safety  and  security  actions  include  the  development  of  law  enforcement 
procedures  a  safety  and  security  program,  and  an  emergency  response  plan;  preparation 
Sa  watershed  manual;  and  coordination  with  adjacent  agencies  and  lessees. 

h  Vegetation  and  soil  management  acfions  include  procedural  requirements  to 
follow  before  conducfing  new  activities;  development  of  a  vegetation  management  p^ 
^d  forSt  Management  prescriptions;  restoration  activities  and  removal  of  exotics,  and 
coordination  with  other  parties. 

i  Wildlife  actions  include  procedural  requirements  to  be  undertaken  prior  to 

SeraXrohibition  of  certain  activities  based  on  special  status  species  needs. 

i  Aquatic  zone  protection  and  fisheries  actions  include  procedural 
reauirement^prior  to  pro^ct  initiation;  measure  to  protect  reservoir  shorehnes,  stream 
chS,  Sanf  wetlU  methods  to  encourage  fish  migration  m  tributary  streams 
to  reservoirs;  and  sediment  management  actions. 

k  Cultural  resource  actions  include  procedural  requirements  prior  to  project 
initiation^  methods  for  ^^^^^  existing  resources;  and  momtonng  to  ensure  protection 

of  cultural  resources. 

1  Environmental  compliance  actions  include  appropriate  staffing  to  ensure  ^ 
comphance  wTh  environmentaflaws  and  -sess  the.m^^^^^^  and  . 

incorporating  the  FEIR  mitigation  measures  into  the  final  Management  Flan. 

m  Lease  and  permit  requirements  include  development  of  a  permit  reservation 
system  ^ndSisCent  o"  newlease  and  permit  requirements  consistent  with  the  plan. 

n  Public  and  aeency  outreach  actions  include  development  of  education 
program",  ru'each  facuftie^^^^^^  a  docent  program;  and  collaboration  efforts  with 
agencies,  educational  institutions  and  non-profit  groups. 

n  Staffing  and  training  actions  include  measures  to  develop  staff 
respons^ife  Sg  i^  enforcement  procedures,  watei^hed  resources  and  the  contents 
of  the  plan;  and  fire  management/emergency  response  trammg. 
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conducted  a  series  of  public  and  agency  workshops.  This  analysis  resulted  in  a  set  of 

coZeSsTnd  pllfc  survey  results  to  foim  three  watershed  management  alternatives. 

Watershed  Management  Plan  alternative  A  provides  for  the  hi^est  ™Proveraent 
™^'=™"'''^„t,  Public 
in  water  quality  f"'' ^Plif  ""^^^^  be  very  limited  under  altemative 

T%'  :Js:X:^M:mS1S:^  provides  for^oderate  improvement  in 
wat«  Sty  and  ecological  resource  protection  and  public  access.  Watershed 

SaSert  Ahemative  C  provides  a  slight  improvement  in  water  quality  and  _ 
rm^hSfasedpubJaccess^B^^^^^^^^^ 

SXTdTi'ptS  :ea«vrThe~d  altemativ^e  combines  Altemative  B 
with  some  components  of  Altemative  A. 

2.       Reasons  for  Selection  of  the  Watershed  Management  Plan  Preferred 
Alternative. 

The  nreferred  Watershed  Management  Plan  Altemative  represents  the 
combinSo\'S"whi^  in  the  opim;on  of     SFP^^^^^^   closely  achieves  the 
goals  of  the  Management  Plan  set  forth  m  the  FEIR  as  follows. 

.asarety^TiJl'^Svl^^^^^^^ 

for^n  oTeSlSrov^^^^^^^  in  water  quality,  avoiding  some  of  the  costs  and  impacts 
fssociatedt^L^^^^^^^^  Management  Altemative  C  and  the  restnctions  on  pubhc 
access  in  Watershed  Management  Altemative  A. 

b  Maximize  water  supply.  The  preferred  altemative  supports  this  goal  by 
maximizing  re™  So^^^^  in  existing  reservoirs  and  through  the  creation  of  new 

X^Sr::;^:^  "SZ  t  rt  ase  of  water  that  cannot  be 

recaptured. 

b  Preservine  and  enhancing  the  ecological  and  cultural  resources  of  the 
.  -.ers.V=d  «g=.a^^ 

fSorXSSPoTott^ 

noDuSoTaS  site  spec     enviromnental  analysis  for  proposed  facilities  and  . 
populations,  ana  sue  ^P""^'''^      c^ecies  are  protected  by  maintaining  biodiversity; 
maintenance  ^^^i^^^.  ^f^b^^^  ^''^  coordination 

analysis  for=;r^ed  facilities  , 

rgSsTa^^r^^r^Jie— ^^^^^ 


maintenance  activities. 
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Watershed  Management  Plan  Alternative  f  -  The  d  st  ncU^s  b  twe^^^ 
alternatives  evaluated  in  the  Management  Plan  are  set  for^h  m  *e  FEIR  in  table  Vli  2. 
A  thouRh  Alternative  A  is  the  environmentally  superior  alternative  m  that  it  would 
restock  pu™^    and  result  in  a  higher  level  of  improvement  m  ^a  er  quality 
AltemaSve  A  is  rejected  because  it  would  not  continue  existing  compatible  uses  and 
nrS  oppo^^^^^      for  potential  compatible  uses  on  watershed  lands,  mcludmg 
XcatS  reSLnal  Vevenue  generating  and  scientific  uses  to  the  same  degree  as 
uShe  preS  Alternative  A  would  not  allow  for  possible  expansion  of 

Sie  Sunol  Valley  Golf  Course,  even  in  areas  of  low  ecological  sensitivity.  Grazing 
revenues  would^^^  under  Alternative  A  due  to  ftirther  reductions  in  grazing  than 

revenues  wuuiu  uc  i        ^     •     Management  Plan,  which  balances  the  protection  of 

woSe  set  bS  fo^^^^^^^  bodies  as  dictated  by  site  specific  conditions^ 

Zing  nort^^^^^^^^  be  prohibited  under  Watershed  Management  Plan 

AlteSe  A  contrary  to  an  existing  lease  to  mine  a  69  acre  portion  of  this  site  held  by 

aSfdoes  not  ac^^^^^^^^^    appropriate  balance  of  primary  and  secondary  goals  sought  by 
the  SFPUC. 

Watershed  Management  Plan  Alternative  B:  Watershed  Management  Plan 
Alternate  B  is  rejec^^^^  bicause,  although  similar  to  the  preferred  alternative,  it  would 
^low  fnd^^^^^^^^  to  selected  existing  internal  roads,  mcreased  group  access  « 

fnSmd  roads  and  greater  levels  of  equestrian  use  than  under  the  preferred  alternatives 
wScreas^^^^^^^  comes  increased  costs  and  impacts  associated  wi  h  security 

Td  fire  p  eT^^^^^^^  habitat  degradation,  and  potent  al  d^tio"  m  w^^^^^^^^  The 
^referred  alternative  provides  substantial  opportunities  for  public  recreation  and 
SucaTfon  but  would  rosult  in  lower  levels  of  impact  on  water  quality,  wa  ershed 

gorem"         and  does  „„t  achieve  the  appropriate  balance  of  pnmary  and  secondary 
goals  sought  by  the  SFPUC. 

Watershed  Management  Plan  Alternative  C:  Watershed  Management  Plan 

SSsfcioiTsr^^^^^^^^ 

taciiities  ^^^f^  ^„.er  quality  degradation  associated  with  runoff  from 

and  ^"^'^f     ff^dimentat^^^^^  ^ft^vsh^d  under  Alternative  C  could 

construction        ^^^^[f^^^^^^^^  that  would  turn  increase  the  risks  and  hazards 

Sroci^eTv^trw  S^^^^^^  tt^' 

Alternative  Cw^^^^  management  actions  and  mitigation  measures  similar  to 

Alternative  „upni       in  order  to  reduce  impacts,  given  the  extensive  level 

:,'f°p^SctSLTnfJiS^^^^^^  potential  Ler  quality,  fre  hazard,  and 
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storage  reservoirs,  along  with  the  potential  for  water-based  recreational  opportunities  not 
available  in  the  Primary  Watershed. 

The  purpose  of  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Elenient  of  the  Alameda 
Watershed  Management  Plan  is  to  address  the  complex  mix  of  activities  in  the  Sunol 
Valley  in  a  compfehensive  manner,  and  to  address  the  existing  and  future  activities  of  the 
Sunol  Valley  while  minimizing  conflicts  between  these  activities.  These  activities 
include  potential  potable  and  non-potable  water  storage;  water  quality  protection;  gravel 
operations  and  other  revenue  generating  activities;  SFPUC  Alameda  operations  facilities, 
natural  and  cultural  resources;  fisheries  enhancement;  and  potential  recreation  resources. 

The  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Element  is  a  conceptual  programmatic 
level  study  to  determine  the  feasibility  of  developing  water  storage  m  the  Sunol  Valley. 
Exact  configurations  of  the  water  storage  reservoirs,  water  sources  piping  layouts 
recreation  and  other  commercial  activities  and  other  related  plan  elements  have  not  been 
determined.  Many  of  these  activities,  if  approved,  maybe  subject  to  additional 
environmental  analysis. 

The  overall  goal  of  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Elernent  is  to 
optimize  water  storage  for  the  SFPUC,  thus  increasing  the  yield  and  reliability  of  the 
water  supply.  Subgoals  include  managing  the  timing  and  location  of  quarry  development 
to  expedite  creation  of  water  storage  while  minimizing  impacts  to  natural,  cul  ural  md 
aesthetic  resources,  and  maximizing  revenues  from  leasmg  oPf  ^tions,_protection  of 
water  quality  in  the  future  quarry  reservoirs;  investigation  of  the  use  of  non-potable  water 
in  the  quarry  reservoirs;  to  analyze  the  impacts  and  mitigate  as  necessary  any  significant 
enviroLental  impacts  of  the  management  plan;  to  develop  a  stra  egy  for  future  leases, 
permits,  and  other  agreements  needed  to  implement  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources 
Management  Element  of  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan,  to  involve  interested 
agencies  and  the  public  in  the  planning  process;  and  to  inform  and  educate  the  public 
about  water  and  other  resource  values. 

Six  Mining  Alternatives  A  through  F  were  developed  under  the  Sunol  Valley 
Resources  Management  Element.  Subsequent  to  the  selection  of  ^^e  prefenred  aUema^^^^ 
by  the  SFPUC  in  resolution  no.  96-0090,  Sunol  residents  proposed  Mining  Alternative  S, 
which  was  analyzed  in  the  FEIR  as  being  comparable  to  Mining  Ahemative  B  because 
under  both  Mining  Alternatives  B  and  S  no  mining  would  take  place  north  of  1-680,  and 
the  area  would  be  devoted  to  other  land  uses  such  as  agnculture.  Jhe  sDC  Mining 
Alternatives  would  provide  for  varying  degrees  of  mimng  m  the  Sunol  Valley,  with 
corresponding  revenue  and  water  storage  benefits.  A  comparison  of  the  proposed 
facmtfes^d  permitted  activities  under  each  of  the  Mimng  Alternatives  is  presented  m 
FEIR  table  VII-3.  The  six  Mining  Alternatives  A  through  F  are  summanzed  below  

Mining  Alternative  A  provides  for  the  mining  of  existing  P^i^^i^s  ^S«n  in'S^rea 
with  mining  to  occur  south  of  1-680  in  current  y  mined  areas  and  1^°^^  ofI-680  in  an^ea 
not  currently  mined  under  an  existing  69  acre  lease  with  Mission  Valley  Rock  Company, 
authorized  under  Surface  Mining  Permit  29  issued  by  Alameda  County.  Mimng 
Alternative  A  would  permit  the  same  level  of  mining  allowed  under  the  no  acUon 
alternative  in  that  previously  entitled  mining  areas  under  lease  firom  the  SFPUC  would  be 
m  n?d  to  completion  by  the  year  2015.  Five  water  storage  reservoirs  would  result  with 
W  reservoirs  south  of  1-680  and  one  north  of  1-680.  Total  water  storage  under  this    , . 
a^ter^a^v^  S  aFpit^^  mined  to  a  200  foot  depth,  would  be  33,700  acre  feet.  Mimng 
A  temXes  A  and  C  allow  a  greater  variety  of  recreation  activities  upon  completion  of 


mming. 
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not  covered  under  existing  surface  mining  permits  issued  by  Alameda  County  and  may 
require  environmental  analysis  prior  to  modi  fication  of  these  permits  b^^^  San 
Antonio  Creek  would  not  be  mined  under  Mining  Alternative  F.  A  total  of  six  water 
storage  reservoirs  would  be  created  under  this  Alternative,  one  north  and  five  south  of  I- 
680  Total  wat^  under  this  Alternative  is  63,200  acre  feet.    Mming  Alternative 

F  provides  the  greatest  amount  of  mining  and  potential  water  storage. 

2  Reasons  for  Selection  of  the  Preferred  Mining  Alternative:  The  SFPUC 
evaluated  Mining  Alternatives  A  through  F  and  selected  a  preferred  alternative  on  May 
14  1996  The  pfeferred  alternative  north  of  1-680  is  Mining  Alternative  F.  South  of  I- 
680  the  SFPUC  selected  two  options,  preferred  mining  alternative  Options  1  and  2. 
Option  1  calls  for  working  with  Alameda  County  to  amend  the  existing  surface  mming 
S^S?s  sou  h  of  1-680  to  Ixtend  the  mining  footprint  to  match  the  permit  boundaries  and 
Sase  Sng  depths  to  200  feet.  Option  2  seeks  to  increase  the  depth  of  mining  south 
of  1-680  tT2Sf feet^without  horizontally  expanding  the  mimng  pits.  Under  botii  option 
south  of  1-680,  Alameda  County  may  need  to  conduct  additional  environmental  analysis 
prior  to  approving  modifications  to  the  applicable  surface  mming  permits. 

The  preferred  alternative  was  selected  by  the  SFPUC  because  it  most  closely 
achieves  the  realization  of  the  primary  and  secondary  goals  of  the  Management  Plan. 
The  nrrfe^ed  alte^^^^^     maximizes  mining  revenues  and  water  storage,  consistent  with 
5ie?e coSy  g^^^^^^^  Plan  and  the  goals  of  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources 

Management  Element.  Mining  operations  proposed  under  the  preferred  immng 
alternative  would  have  no  significant  impact  on  the  quality  ^f^^^er  provided  by  the 
SFPUC  consistent  with  the  primary  goal  of  the  Management  Plan.  The  preferred 
Sative  Ser  protects  the  culturfl  resources  of  the  Sunol  Water  Temple  and  provides 
araddlTnaJVandscaped  area  for  recreation  as  part  of  the  increased  buffer  zone  around 
the  Temple. 

Although  the  revenue  from  other  alternatives  north     If^O  ^^ich  ^  include 
mining  mieht  offset  a  portion  of  the  loss  of  minmg  royalties  to  the  SFPUC,  these 
XSefwiU  not  produce  the  asset  value  of  a  completed  water  storage  reservoir  or 
Sonll  wite  3  desired  by  the  SFPUC.  The  SFPUC  system  needs  additional  water 
storaee  to  meet  existing  and  forecasted  demands,  and  construction  of  new  surface  water 
reservoirs  S£s  c2^^^     enviromnental  and  permitting  issues.  At  the  pro-am  level, 
he  u^e  of  oSeted 'surface  mining  pits  for  water  storage  in  the  actively  rmned  Sunol 
Valley  best  provides  water  storage  at  the  lowest  cost  and  enviromnental  impact. 

3.  Reasons  for  Rejection  of  Mining  Plan  Alternatives: 

^       Altematives  A  through  F  were  rejected  for  the  following  reasons:  ...  ■  ' 

.    Altematives  A  B  C  D  and  S  would  not  provide  the  same  level  of  water  storage  or 
mSv  revenu^        mining.  The  Water  Supply  Master  Plan,  the  product  of  a 
nartSTn  and  the  organization  representing  its  wholesale  water 

cSt^r^er  ^he  Ba^A^^^^^^        Users'  Association,  identified  a  need  for  an  additional 
VrmSgallons^per  day  (mgd)  of  firm  system  yield  to  meet  projected  dem^ds  of 
the^FPUC  service  area.  Maximization  of  water  storage  via  quarrying  under  the 
Sefe^ed  alteS^  in  the  Sunol  Valley  will  safisfy  an  approximately  7  mgd  portion 
S  tSemSwithout  incurring  the  enfire  capital  cost  of  building  new  surface  water 
storaee  reTeT^         the  equivalent  water  storage  were  constructed  elsewhere,  the  ; 
-      envTrfnSS  i^^^^^^^  of  such  construction  could  be  significant.  In  contrast,  much  of 
the  Sunol  Valley  has  been  previously  disturbed  by  mining. 
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bureaus;  and  (2)  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FEIR  and  endorsed  by  the  SFPUC 
for  adoption  and  which  are  enforceable  by  agencies  other  than  the  City.  None  of  the 
mitigation  measures  is  rejected  completely. 

The  SFPUC  finds  that  the  measures  it  proposes  for  adoption  can  and  should  be 
carried  out  by  the  named  bureau  or  agency  at  the  designated  time  and  are  feasible  at  this 
time  based  on  the  findings  adopted  by  the  SFPUC.  To  the  extent  that  these  measures 
require  supplemental  appropriations  to  SFPUC  operating  budgets,  it  is  the  SFPUC's 
intent  to  seek  and  obtain  the  necessary  appropriations  for  implementation  of  the  adopted 
mitigation  measures  in  the  event  that  the  SFPUC  approves  implementation  of  a 
Management  Plan  action  or  set  of  actions  during  its  annual  budget  process.  No 
Management  Plan  action  will  be  authorized  by  the  SFPUC  over  the  life  of  the 
Management  Plan  without  the  approval  of  the  corresponding  ftindmg  and  implementation 
of  required  mitigation  measures  identified  in  the  FEIR  and  any  subsequently  identified 
mitigation  measures  identified  by  Department  of  City  Planning  staff,  unless  subsequent 
project  level  environmental  analysis  determines  such  measures  are  unnecessary.  The 
SFPUC  finds  that,  based  upon  the  record  before  it,  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  for 
adoption  can  and  should  be  carried  out  by  the  named  bureaus  and  agencies  at  the 
appropriate  time. 

All  of  the  mitigation  measures  discussed  in  the  FEIR  are  coded  and  attached 
hereto  as  Exhibit  1 .  In  the  text  of  these  findings,  mitigation  measures  adopted  by  the 
SFPUC  are  referenced  by  the  number  and  topic  in  Exhibit  1.  Mitigation  measures  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  other  agencies  are  similarly  referenced  together  with  an  indication  of 
the  appropriate  jurisdiction.  Mitigation  measures  are  organized  by  subject  matter  m  the 
same  order  that  those  subjects  appear  in  the  FEIR.  For  a  descnption  of  the  specific 
actions  needed  to  mitigate  a  particular  impact,  please  refer  to  FEIR  Table  II- 1 , 
Attachment  A. 

A.       Mitigation  Measures  Recommended  by  the  SFPUC  for  Adoption  as 
Proposed  to  he  Implemented  by  SFPUC  Bureaus  and  Departments. 

1.  Geology  and  Soils.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.C- 
1-15) 

C  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  to  geology  and  soils  through  increased 
soil  erosion,  as  shown  in  Table  III.C-2  of  the  FEIR,  ensure  all  apphcable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  less-than-significant  levels  (see  Table  III.C-2,  . 
attached  as  Exhibit  3).    .•       •  .    ■  ,. 

C.2.     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  to  geology  and  soils  due  to  slope 
instability,  as  shown  in  Table  III.C-3  of  the  FEIR,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  less-than-significant  levels  (see  Table  III.C-S, 
attached  as  Exhibit  4). 

2.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at 
FEIR  pages  III.D-1 -39). 

D  1     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  fi-om  an  increase  m  public 
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In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
s3cant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  expansion  of  golf  course 
us?s,  as  sho\v^  in  Table  III.D-7,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management 
Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-7,  attached  as 
Exhibit  10). 

In  imolementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
sScant  ph^^^^^  water  quahty  from  build  up  of  sediments,  as 

shown  in  Table  III.D-8,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
Sipacfto  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-8,  attached  as 
Exhibit  11). 

Natural  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.E-1-41). 

In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  Watershed 
oSrations  maintenance,  and  construction  activities,  as  shown  m  Table 
III  E-4  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions 
are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than 
significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-4,  attached  as  Exhibit  12). 

hi  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  an  increase  in  public 
acfess  and  Use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.E-5,  ensure  that  all  apphcable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  axe  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  sigmficant  level  (see  Table  III.E-5, 
attached  as  Exhibit  13). 

In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  an  increase  in 
Ssive^lL  species,  as  shown  in  Table  III.E-6,  ensure  that  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  ^e  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-6, 
attached  as  Exhibit  14). 

hi  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  improper 
administration  of  the  1997  grazing  plan,  as  shown  in  Table  III.E-7  ensure 
thaTall  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented 
that  ^e  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  sigmficant  level  (see 
Table  III.E-7,  attached  as  Exhibit  1 5). 

In  imolementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
ScaSysical  effects  5n  natural  resources  from  mimng  operations, 
as^oSTable  III.E-8,  ensure  that  all  apphcable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
Sapact  to  a  Ls  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-8,  attached  as  ; 
Exhibit  16). 
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overburden  removal  to  confirm  or  deny  the  presence  of  the  species.  If 
present  the  species  may  be  moved  through  passive  relocation  per 
approved  CDFG  procedures.  This  would  include  creating  an  artificial 
burrow  complex  and  closing  off  each  pair's  den. 

Air  Quality.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  IILF-1-17). 

In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  air  quality  fi-om  an  increase  in 
construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.F-3,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  axe  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.F-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  17). 

Fire  Management  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.G-1-15). 

In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  with  respect  to  fire  hazard  from 
reduction  of  existing  fuel  breaks,  as  shown  in  Table  III.G-1,  ensure  all 
aoDlicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.G-1 ,  attached  as  Exhibit  1 8). 

In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  fire  management  fi-om  increased 
public  accSs  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.G-2,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  acUons  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.G-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  19). 

In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  fi-om  use  of  prescnbed  bums,  as 
shown  in  Table  III.G-3,  ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessao'  to/educe  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.G-3,  attached  as 
Exhibit  20). 

riilfnral  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.H-M8). 

In  implemenfing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  cultural  resources  from  increased 
public  accSs  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.H-2,  ensure  all  apphcable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.H-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  21).  _    

In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  cultural  resources  from  g'erations, 
maintenance,  and  construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.H-3  ensure 
all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.H-3,  attached  as  Exhibit  22). 
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L.1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  noise  levels  through  SFPUC 
construction  activities,  Table  III.L-1,  ensure  all  applicable  Management 
Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.L-1,  attached  as 
Exhibit  25B). 

L.2      Limit  construction  activities  near  sensitive  receptors  to  the  hours  and  days 
specified  by  the  Alameda  County  General  Plan  Noise  Element  (generally 
between  9  a.m.  and  6  p.m.,  Monday-Friday). 

L.3      Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  select  staging 
areas  as  far  as  feasibly  possible  from  existing  sensitive  land  uses. 
Activities  within  these  staging  areas  shall  conform  to  the  time  limitations 
established  in  Mitigation  Measure  L.l,  above. 

L.4  Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  maintain  all 
construction  equipment  with  manufacturers'  specified  noise-muffling 
devices. 

L.5      Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  maintain  all 

stationary  noise-generating  construction  equipment  as  far  away  as  feasibly 
possible  from  sensitive  receptors  or  in  an  orientation  that  reduces 
minimizes  noise  impacts  (i.e.,  behind  existing  barriers  or  storage  piles, 
etc.). 

11.      Hazardous  Materials  and  Hazardous  Waste.  (See  setting  and  impacts 
analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.M.1-12). 

M.  1     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  from  construction-related  exposure  to 
hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste,  as  shown  in  Table  III.M-1, 
ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are 
implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  (see  Table  III.M-1, 
attached  as  Exhibit  26). 

M.2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  from  operations-related  exposure  to 
hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste,  as  shown  in  Table  ni.M-2, 
ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are 
implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  (see  Table  III.M-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  27). 

M.2.a  Prior  to  any  significant  soil  disturbance  or  excavation  in  areas  with  a 
history  of  uses  that  could  have  generated  hazardous  wastes,  conduct  an 
analysis  of  the  soil  for  hazardous  wastes.  Where  hazardous  wastes  are 
found  in  excess  of  state  or  federal  standards,  submit  a  site  mitigation  plan 
and  worker  safety  plan  to  the  Alameda  County  or  Santa  Clara  County 
Department  of  Environmental  Health  for  approval.  Implement  the 
approved  site  mitigation  plan  and  worker  safety  plan  prior  to  site  grading 
or  other  soil  disturbance.  If  toxics  are  found  for  which  no  standards  are  .  / 
established,  request  a  determination  from  the  Alameda  or  Santa  Clara 
County  Department  of  Environmental  Health  or  the  state  or  federal  agency 
with  jurisdiction  as  to  whether  site  mitigation  is  needed.  Because  this 


9.1100  rmal 


21 


N;^PUCV^^J^ULSTE^WATSHED\ALA™DO.DOC 


established,  request  a  determination  from  the  Alameda  or  Santa  Clara 
County  Department  of  Environmental  Health  or  the  state  or  federal  agency 
with  jurisdiction  as  to  whether  site  mitigation  is  needed.  Because  this 
measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Alameda  and/or  Santa  Clara 
County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

C.  Adoption  of  a  Mitigation  Monitoring  Program. 

The  SFPUC  hereby  adopts  a  Mitigation  Monitoring  Program  as  required 
by  Section  21081.6  of  the  Public  Resources  Code.  This  Mitigation 
Monitoring  Program  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  2  and  incorporated 
herein  by  reference.  The  purpose  of  this  Program  is  to  determine  the  stage 
at  which  each  of  the  adopted  mitigation  measures  must  be  imposed  in 
order  to  ensure  that  the  measure  is  carried  out  by  the  responsible  official 
or  entity. 

D.  Location  and  Custodian  of  Record. 

The  public  review  transcript,  a  copy  of  all  letters  regarding  the  FEIR 
received  during  the  public  review  period,  the  administrative  record,  and 
background  documentation  for  the  FEIR  are  located  at  the  Planning 
Department,  1660  Mission  Street,  San  Francisco.  The  Planning 
Department,  Dorothy  Jaymes,  is  the  custodian  of  record. 

VI.      SIGNIFICANT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS. 

For  implementation  of  many  proposed  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan 
policies  and  management  actions,  their  environmental  effects  are  analyzed  in  sufficient 
detail  to  allow  the  FEIR  to  fully  satisfy  CEQA.  For  example,  the  impacts  of  day-to-day 
management  activities  that  implement  the  Management  Plan  are  analyzed  in  the  FEIR 
and  will  generally  not  be  subject  to  further  environmental  review.  At  a  program-level,  all 
potential  significant  impacts  except  loss  of  prime  agricultural  land  (discussed  below) 
would  be  reduced  to  a  less  than  significant  level  with  the  implementation  of  the 
mitigation  measures  listed  in  Article  V  above. 

The  mitigation  measures  described  above  would  reduce  to  a  level  of 
insignificance  the  following  impacts,  as  described  in  the  referenced  FEIR  pages: 
Geology  and  Soils  (p.  IV-2);  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality  (pp.  rV-2-3);  Natural 
Resources  (pp.  IV-3-4);  Air  Quality  (p.  IV-4);  Fire  Management  (p.  rV-5);  Cultural 
Resources  (p.  IV-5);  Aesthetics  (p.  IV-6);  Transportation  and  Access  (p.  IV-6);  Noise  (P. 
IV-7);  and  Hazardous  Materials  and  Hazardous  Waste  (pp.  IV-7-8).  The  mitigation  • 
measures  identified  in  the  FEIR  would  not  avoid  or  reduce  to  a  level  of  insignificance  the 
following: 

Actions  proposed  in  the  Management  Plan  for  mining  north  of  1-680  would  take 
place  substantially  in  accordance  with  limits  and  mitigations  set  forth  in  Alameda 
County's  conditions  of  approval  for  Surface  Mining  Permit  (SMP)  32.  As  described  in 
the  SMP  32  EIR,  permitted  mining  under  SMP-32  would  bring  about  the  loss  of  140 
acres  of  prime  agricultural  lands.  The  EIR  for  SMP-32  found  this  loss  of  prime 
agricultural  land  to  be  an  unavoidable  significant  impact  of  that  project,  and 
implementation  of  the  Management  Plan  would  include  approval  of  a  new  mining  lease  ,' 
between  SFPUC  (as  land  owner)  and  the  mining  operator,  entitling  mining  that  would 
also  lead  to  the  unavoidable  significant  impact. 
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3.  The  completed  quarry  pits  will  function  as  water  storage  reservoirs  at  little 
additional  cost  to  SFPUC  ratepayers  at  a  time  when  new  surface  water  storage  costs 
approximately  $2,000  an  acre  foot  to  construct,  assuming  additional  storage  could  be 
constructed  in  the  face  of  increasingly  stringent  environmental  protection  laws.  The 
proposed  16,000  acre  foot  reservoir  north  of  1-680  created  by  the  preferred  mining 
alternative  will  have  an  asset  value  of  $32  million  upon  completion,  in  addition  to  the 
millions  of  dollars  in  royalty  revenues  generated  over  the  life  of  the  mining  lease.  These 
mining  revenues  are  considered  non-operating  revenue  under  the  SFPUC's  1984  contract 
with  its  suburban  wholesale  v/ater  customers,  and  non-operating  revenues  can  be  devoted 
to  projects  that  solely  benefit  San  Francisco  ratepayers.  Mining  and  other  lease  revenues 
are  available  to  offset  the  cost  of  water  system  maintenance  and  development  in  San 
Francisco  at  a  time  when  the  SFPUC  projects  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  in  capital 
expenditures  for  maintenance  and  reliability  purposes. 

4.  The  preferred  mining  alternative  incorporates  Alameda  County's  SMP  32 
conditions  of  approval  for  the  relocation  of  the  existing  vineyard  on  the  site,  and  provides 
further  opportunities  for  public  access  and  recreation  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Sunol  Temple. 
The  SFPUC  in  addition  has  other  lands  available  which  could  be  used  for  agriculture 
which  do  not  have  significant  aggregate  resources,  assuming  a  source  of  water  could  be 
found  to  irrigate  these  lands. 

5.  The  proposed  expansion  of  mining  south  of  1-680  will  occur  adjacent  to 
existing  quarry  pits  in  previously  disturbed  areas.  Continued  mining  in  Sunol  Valley  will 
potentially  defer  the  start  of  mining  at  the  permitted  Apperson  Ridge  Quarry  in  the  San 
Antonio  Watershed,  which  could  have  major  environmental  impacts  on  natural  resources 
and  water  quality  of  the  primary  watershed  above  San  Antonio  Reservoir. 

6.  The  SFPUC's  selection  of  an  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan 
preferred  alternative  involved  a  balancing  of  the  Plan's  primary  and  secondary  goals  in 
order  to  achieve  the  sought  after  environmental  benefits  of  implementing  the  plan  while 
addressing  other  considerations  -  legal,  social,  environmental,  economic,  and  technical  - 
that  have  a  bearing  on  the  SFPUC's  management  of  the  Alameda  Watershed.  The 
SFPUC  finds  that  the  preferred  Watershed  Management  Plan  alternative,  and  the 
preferred  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Plan  alternative,  best  address  the 
realization  of  the  Plan's  primary  and  secondary  goals  in  a  fashion  consistent  with  prudent 
utility  system  management. 

Having  considered  these  Project  benefits,  including  the  benefits  discussed  in 
Article  TV.  A  through  C,  the  SFPUC  finds  that  the  benefits  of  the  Project  outweigh  the 
unavoidable  adverse  environmental  effects,  and  that  the  adverse  environmental  effects 
are  therefore  acceptable.  .        •  .  . 
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D.4.a  Prior  to  approval  of  new  or  amended  surface  mining  permits  or  mining 
leases  for  expansion  of  mining  south  of  1-680,  an  independent  study  of 
Alameda  Creek  resources  shall  be  completed  by  a  qualified  expert  and 
approved  by  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Director  and  the  SFPUC 
Watershed  Manager.  The  study  shall  focus  on  potential  impacts  to 
groundwater  and  surface  water  hydrology  and  fish  and  wildlife  species  of  . 
special  status  concem  from  such  future  mining  and  shall  propose 
mitigation  measures  applicable  to  mining,  if  warranted,  to  avoid 
significant  impacts.  If  warranted,  such  measures  may  include 
establishment  of  barriers  to  prevent  adverse  changes  to  groundwater  or 
surface  water  hydrology  and  the  resources  supported  by  groundwater  and 
surface  water;  special  measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  steelhead  trout  (if 
established  in  Alameda  Creek)  or  other  fisheries  resources;  and  special 
measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  listed  species  dependent  on  Alameda  Creek 
for  its  riparian  habitat  or  use  as  a  migration  corridor.  All  feasible 
mitigation  measures  shall  be  incorporated  into  future  surface  mining 
permits,  conditions  of  approval  and  mining  leases.  The  SFPUC 
recommends  that  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Agency  implement  this 
measure  in  surface  mining  permits  for  mining  expansion  south  of  1-680. 
Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Alameda 
County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.C. 

D.5     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  fi-om  nursery  operations,  as 
shown  in  Table  III.D-6,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-6,  attached  as 
Exhibit  9). 

D.6     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  expansion  of  golf  course 
uses,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-7,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management 
Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-7,  attached  as 
Exhibit  10). 

D.  7     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  fi-om  build  up  of  sediments,  as 
shown  in  Table  III.D-8,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 

-■    impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-8,  attached  as 

-    "Exhibit  11). 

3.       Natural  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
IILE-1-41). 

E.  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  fi-om  Watershed 
operations,  maintenance,  and  construction  acfivities,  as  shown  in  Table 
III.E-4,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions 
are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than 
significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-4,  attached  as  Exhibit  12). 
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E.5.C   Require  mining  operators  north  and  south  of  1-680  to  have  the  area 

surrounding  storage  pit  ponds  and  other  basins  that  store  water  routinely 
maintained  clear  of  vegetation. 

E.  5.d   Require  mining  operators  to  implement  mitigation  measure  D-3,  a-d  of  the 

Mission  Valley  Rock  Company  Surface  Mining  Permit  and  Reclamation 
Plan  SMP  32,  Final  Environmental  Impact  Report,  which  avoids  or 
minimizes  impacts  to  wildlife.  Mitigation  measures  b  and  c  shall  be 
applied  to  proposed  mining  and  reclamation  operations  south  of  1-680  as 
well.  These  measures  are  as  follows: 

a)  The  quarry  operator  should  incorporate  revised  landscaping  and 
buffering  plans  to  include  a  hay/grain  field  over  the  majority  of  the  buffer 
(approximately  100  acres),  with  the  possible  exception  of  the  1-680 
frontage  and  the  landscape  berms  and  hillocks. 

b)  Winter  and  spring  surveys  would  be  conducted  to  confirm  or  deny 
the  presence  of  California  tiger  salamanders  and  burrowing  owls.  If  the 
species  are  present,  additional  off-site  habitat  should  be  preserved  and/or 
enhanced  at  a  1:1  ratio  (1  acre  preserved  for  1  acre  developed).  On-site 
habitat  would  include  the  project  setbacks  with  the  exception  of  the 
vineyard  north  of  1-680.  Off-site  habitat  would  be  identified  in 
coordination  with  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  (CDFG) 
and  the  SFPUC. 

c)  Preconstruction  surveys  for  burrowing  owls  should  be  conducted 
within  each  module  prior  to  each  state  of  topsoil  disturbance  and 
overburden  removal  to  confinm  or  deny  the  presence  of  the  species.  If 
present,  the  species  may  be  moved  through  passive  relocation  per 
approved  CDFG  procedures.  This  would  include  creating  an  artificial 
burrow  complex  and  closing  off  each  pair's  den. 

4.  Air  Quality.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.F-1-17). 

F.  l      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  air  quality  fi-om  an  increase  in 
construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.F-3,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.F-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  17). 

5.  Fire  Management.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.G-1-15). 

G.  l      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  with  respect  to  fire  hazard  from 
reduction  of  existing  fuel  breaks,  as  shown  in  Table  III.G-l,  ensure  all 
applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.G-1,  attached  as  Exhibit  18). 

G.2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  fire  management  firom  increased 
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Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III. 1-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  25). 

8.  Transportation  and  Access.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR 
pages  III.J-1-7). 

J.l      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  to  transportation  and  access  through 
development  of  Sunol  Valley  recreational  facilities,  as  shown  in  Table 
III.J-1,  ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are 
implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than 
significant  level  (see  Table  ULJ-l,  attached  as  Exhibit  25 A). 

JJ2      As  part  of  the  design  of  new  public  facilities,  include  a  parking  plan 
developed  in  coordination  with  Alameda  County  to  provide  sufficient 
parking  spaces  to  avoid  unacceptable  vehicle/pedestrian  hazard.  In 
addition,  the  SFPUC  will  monitor  the  area  surrounding  new  public 
facilities  and  report  illegal  parking  to  the  Alameda  County  Sheriffs 
Department  for  enforcement.  Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  Alameda  County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.C. 

9.  Utilities  and  Public  Services.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  PEER, 
pages  III.K-1-8). 

No  potentially  significant  or  significant  impacts  were  identified  in  the 
FEIR,  and  no  mitigation  is  required. 

10.  Noise.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.L-1-11). 

L.1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  noise  levels  through  SFPUC 
construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.L-1,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.L-1, 
attached  as  Exhibit  25B). 

L,2     Limit  construction  activities  near  sensitive  receptors  to  the  hours  and  days 
specified  by  the  Alameda  County  General  Plan  Noise  Element  (generally 
between  9  a.m.  and  6  p.m.,  Monday-Friday). 

L.3      Require  in  construcfion  specifications  that  the  contractor  select  staging 
areas  as  far  as  feasibly  possible  fi-om  existing  sensitive  land  uses. 
Activities  within  these  staging  areas  shall  conform  to  the  time  limitations 
established  in  Mitigation  Measure  L.l,  above. 

L.4  Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  maintain  all 
construction  equipment  with  manufacturers'  specified  noise-muffling 
devices.  - 

L.5      Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  maintain  all 

stationary  noise-generating  construction  equipment  as  far  away  as  feasibly 
,  r-        possible  from  sensitive  receptors  or  in  an  orientation  that  reduces 
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mitigation  measures  applicable  to  mining,  if  warranted,  to  avoid 
significant  impacts.  If  warranted,  such  measures  may  include 
establishment  of  barriers  to  prevent  adverse  changes  to  groundwater  or 
surface  water  hydrology  and  the  resources  supported  by  groundwater  and 
surface  water;  special  measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  steelhead  trout  (if 
established  in  Alameda  Creek)  or  other  fisheries  resources;  and  special 
measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  listed  species  dependent  on  Alameda  Creek 
for  its  riparian  habitat  or  use  as  a  migration  corridor.  All  feasible 
mitigation  measures  shall  be  incorporated  into  future  surface  mining 
permits,  conditions  of  approval  and  mining  leases.  The  SFPUC 
recommends  that  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Agency  implement  this 
measure  in  surface  mining  permits  for  mining  expansion  south  of  1-680. 
Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

J.l      As  part  of  the  design  of  new  public  facilities,  include  a  parking  plan 
developed  in  coordination  with  Alameda  County  to  provide  sufficient 
parking  spaces  to  avoid  unacceptable  vehicle/pedestrian  hazard.  In 
addition,  the  SFPUC  will  monitor  the  area  surrounding  new  public 
facilities  and  report  illegal  parking  to  the  Alameda  County  Sheriffs 
Department  for  enforcement.  Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  Alameda  County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

M.2.a  Prior  to  any  significant  soil  disturbance  or  excavation  in  areas  with  a 
history  of  uses  that  could  have  generated  hazardous  wastes,  conduct  an 
analysis  of  the  soil  for  hazardous  wastes.  Where  hazardous  wastes  are 
found  in  excess  of  state  or  federal  standards,  submit  a  site  mitigation  plan 
and  worker  safety  plan  to  the  Alameda  County  or  Santa  Clara  County 
Department  of  Environmental  Health  for  approval.  Implement  the 
approved  site  mitigation  plan  and  worker  safety  plan  prior  to  site  grading 
or  other  soil  disturbance.  If  toxics  are  found  for  which  no  standards  are 
established,  request  a  determination  from  the  Alameda  or  Santa  Clara 
County  Department  of  Environmental  Health  or  the  state  or  federal  agency 
with  jurisdiction  as  to  whether  site  mitigation  is  needed.  Because  this 
measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Alameda  and/or  Santa  Clara 
County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0230 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  certain  real  property 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  Alameda 
County;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mission  Valley  Rock  Co.,  has  requested  to  enter  into  an  agreementfor 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  a  sand  and  gravel  quarry;  and 

WHEREAS,  Alameda  County  has  completed  environmental  review  for  the 
proposed  quarry  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA),  as  detailed  in 
the  findings  appended  hereto  as  Attachment  A;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  makes  and  adopts  the  attached  findings  under 
CEQA  appended  to  this  resolution  as  Attachment  A;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and 
conditions  and  authorizes  the  execution  of  that  certain  lease  of  approximately  242  acres 
of  land  in  Sunol,  Alameda  County,  to  Mission  Valley  Rock  Company  for  the  purpose  of 
the  operation  and  maintenance  of  a  quarry,  incidental  vineyard  and  orchard  uses  and 
other  contemplated  uses,  in  addition  to  the  use  of  a  non-exclusive  license  under  1-680 
for  ingress  and  egress  purposes  and  for  the  transportation  of  quarried  materials,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Lease;  the  Lease  shall  (a)  commence  on  the  date  of  final  approval  by  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor  and  expire  on  October  31,  2040,  (b)  include  an  annual 
base  rent  of  $100,000  per  year  for  the  first  twenty  (20)  years,  and  (c)  include  a 
percentage  rent  equal  to  10.5%  of  the  average  sales  price  per  ton  charged  by  the 
Tenant  for  sand  and  gravel,  with  adjustments  to  the  percentage  rate  on  the  fifth  (5*^^) 
anniversary  and  every  five  (5)  years  thereafter;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  approves  this  lease  due  to  the  revenue 
benefits  to  the  City's  retail  water  rate  payers  and  the  additional  water  storage  for  the 
SFPUC;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  all  actions  authorized  by  this  resolution  and 
heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  such  Agreement  are  hereby 
ratified,  approved  and  confirmed  by  this  Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed  to  execute  the  Lease  and  perform  all  of  the  City's  obligations 
thereunder,  following  approval  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        $EP  2  6  2QQQx^')   /;   


Secretary, 


'ubiic  Utilities  Commission 


ATTACHMENT  A 

FINDINGS  UNDER  THE  CALIFORNIA  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT 

1.  In  1992  the  Mission  Valley  Rock  Company  applied  to  the  Alameda  County 
Planning  Department  for  approval  of  a  Surface  Mining  Permit  and  Reclamation  Plan, 
SMP-32,  to  expand  Surface  Mining  Permit  and  Reclamation  Plan  SMP-29.  The 
County  of  Alameda  published  a  draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  in  June  1994  and 
issued  a  final  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("SMP-32  EIR")  in  November  1994.  The 
Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  County  of  Alameda  certified  the  SMP-32  EIR,  adopted 
findings  and  a  statement  of  overriding  considerations,  and  approved  Surface  Mining 
Permit  and  Reclamafion  Plan,  SMP-32  on  December  8,  1994  in  Resolufion  R-94-461, 
all  in  accordance  with  California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et.  seq. 
("CEQA")  and  Title  14  of  the  California  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000  et  seq. 
("CEQA  Guidelines"). 

2.  On  September  26,  2000  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  certified  the  final 
EIR  for  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan  ("Watershed  Management  Plan 
EIR")  and  adopted  findings  and  a  statement  of  overriding  considerations  and  approved 
the  Watershed  Management  Plan  in  Resolution  No.00-0229,  all  in  accordance  with 
CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines.  The  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR  is  a  program 
EIR  for  the  comprehensive  management  of  the  Alameda  Watershed  lands  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission.  The  Watershed 
Management  Plan  includes  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Element,  which 
covers  mining  acfivities  on  watershed  lands.  The  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR 
was  certified  as  complete  under  CEQA  by  the  City  Planning  Commission  in  motion 
no.  15931  dated  August  3,  2000. 

3.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  a  responsible  agency  under  CEQA 
(Public  Resources  Code  section  21069)  in  connecdon  with  the  SMP-32  EIR  and  its 
action  on  the  mining  lease.  As  a  responsible  agency,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
is  required  to  adopt  findings  pursuant  to  CEQA  Guidelines  secfions  15096,  15091,  and 
15093. 

4..  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  reviewed  the  SMP-32  EIR  and 

considered  the  information  therein  in  connection  with  entering  into  the  mining  lease. 
The  Public  Ufilities  Commission,  exercising  its  independent  judgement,  determines 
that  the  SMP-32  EIR  is  adequate  for  its  use  as  a  responsible  agency. 

5.  The  Public  Ufilities  Commission  adopts  and  incorporates  by  reference  as 

though  ftjlly  set  forth  and  as  its  own  findings  the  County  of  Alameda's  Resolution-94- 
461  certifying  and  adopting  SMP-32  EIR  and  adopting  findings  and  mitigation 
measures,  rejecting  alternatives,  and  adopting  a  statement  of  overriding  considerafions, 
all  as  required  by  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines.  (Attached  as  Exhibit  1.) 
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6.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  reviewed  the  information  in  the 
Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR  and  considered  the  information  therein  in 
connection  with  entering  into  the  mining  lease.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission 
adopts  and  incorporates  by  reference  as  though  fully  set  forth  the  Commission's 
Resolution  No.  00-0229  and  Attachment  A  thereto  certifying  the  Watershed 
Management  Plan  EIR  and  adopting  findings,  mitigation  measures,  rejecting 
alternatives,  and  adopting  a  statement  of  overriding  considerations,  all  as  required  by 
CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines.  (Attached  as  Exhibit  2.) 

7.  Pursuant  to  CEQA  secdon  2 1 1 66  and  CEQA  Guidelines  section  1 5 162,  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  finds,  on  the  basis  of  substantial  evidence  in  light  of  the 
whole  record,  including  the  information  contained  in  the  Watershed  Management  Plan 
EIR,  that  no  subsequent  or  supplemental  EIR  is  necessary  for  the  approval  of  the 
mining  lease  as  analyzed  in  the  SMP-32  EIR  because:  (a)  no  substanfial  changes  are 
proposed  in  the  project  which  would  require  major  revisions  of  the  SMP-32  EIR  due  to 
the  involvement  of  new  significant  environmental  effects  or  a  substantial  increase  in 
the  severity  of  previously  identified  significant  effects;  (b)  no  substanfial  changes  have 
occurred  with  respect  to  the  circumstances  under  which  the  project  is  undertaken 
which  would  require  major  revisions  of  the  SMP-32  EIR  due  to  the  involvement  of 
new  significant  effects  or  a  substantial  increase  in  the  severity  of  previously  identified 
effects;  or  (c)  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance,  which  was  not  known  or 
could  not  have  been  known  with  the  exercise  of  reasonable  diligence  at  the  time  that 
the  SMP-32  EIR  was  certified  as  complete  by  Alameda  County  shows  that  (i)  the 
project  would  have  one  or  more  significant  effects  not  discussed  in  the  SMP-32  EIR; 
(ii)  significant  effects  previously  examined  would  be  substantially  more  severe  than 
shown  in  SMP-32  EIR;  (iii)  mitigation  measures  of  ahematives  previously  found  not 
to  be  feasible  would  in  fact  be  feasible  and  would  substantially  reduce  one  or  more 
significant  effects  of  the  project,  but  the  project  proponents  decline  to  adopt  the 
mifigation  measure  or  alternative;  or  (iv)  mitigation  measures  or  alternatives  which  are 
considerably  different  from  those  analyzed  in  the  SMP-32  EIR  would  substantially 
reduce  one  or  more  significant  effects  on  the  environment,  but  the  project  proponents 
decline  to  adopt  the  mitigation  measure  or  alternative.  These  findings  are  based  on  the 
following: 

(a)      CEQA  Guidelines  15162(a)(1):  The  mining  lease,  although  substantially 
in  conformance  with  Alameda  County's  approval  and  conditions  of  the  SMP-32  permit 
and  the  SMP-32  EIR,  includes  two  modifications  to  the  project,  which  are  described  in 
the  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR.  First,  a  quarter-mile  resource  protection  buffer 
from  the  Sunol  Water  Temple  is  required  under  the  mining  lease.  The  buffer  area 
would  consist  of  a  mined  area  around  the  temple  that  would  be  backfilled  and 
landscaped  after  completion.  Second,  the  timing  and  sequencing  of  mining  and 
mining  reclamation  is  modified  under  this  lease  approval  in  order  to  expedite  mining 
and  reclamation  to  create  additional  usable  area  for  recreafion  near  the  Sunol  Water 
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Temple.  As  documented  in  the  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR,  these  modifications 
do  not  change  the  nature  or  scope  of  the  project  and  result  in  no  new  significant 
environmental  impacts,  and  no  increase  in  the  severity  of  any  previously  identified 
environmental  impacts.  The  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR  concluded,  and  the 
Commission  finds,  that  these  modifications  would  enhance  the  cultural  resource  and 
visual  mitigation  required  by  the  County  of  Alameda's  approval  of  SMP-32. 

(b)      CEQA  Guidelines  15162(aX2)  and  (3):  Since  publication  of  the  SMP-32 
EIR,  two  species,  the  California  red-legged  frog  and  the  California  tiger  salamander, 
that  potentially  may  be  present  at  the  proposed  mining  area  have  been  listed  as 
sensitive  species.  The  California  red-legged  frog  has  been  listed  as  a  federal 
threatened  species  and  is  a  California  Species  of  Special  Concern.  The  California  tiger 
salamander  is  federal  "candidate  to  become  a  proposed  species"  and  is  a  California 
Species  of  Special  concern.  The  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR  indicates  that  if 
mining  operations  result  in  the  creation  of  rainwater  pits  or  other  ephemeral  pools,  the 
red-legged  frog  and  the  tiger  salamander  may  colonize  in  the  proposed  mining  area 
during  and  after  project  implementation.  Both  species  were  discussed  in  the  SMP-32 
EIR  as  species  of  concern,  and  the  SMP-32  EIR  acknowledged  that  the  California  red- 
legged  frog  had  been  proposed  for  listing  as  an  endangered  species.  Additionally,  the 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  has  published  a  draft  Recovery  Plan  for  the  California 
red-legged  frog  and  a  proposed  rule  for  the  designation  of  critical  habitat  for  the 
California  red-legged  frog. 

The  SMP-32  EIR  proposed  mitigation  measures  to  protect  the  species,  and 
these  measures  were  adopted  by  Alameda  County  in  the  approval  of  SMP-32.  As  a 
responsible  agency,  the  Commission  may  add  mitigation  measures  within  its  powers. 
(CEQA  Guidelines  section  15096  (g).)  Mitigation  measure  E.5.b,  adopted  by  this 
resolution  in  Finding  #6  above,  will  enhance  the  mitigation  required  by  Alameda 
County  in  approving  SMP-32.  The  project  proponent  has  agreed  to  all  the  additional 
mitigation  measures  set  forth  in  the  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR  with  respect  to 
the  tiger  salamander  and  the  red-legged  frog. 

Thus,  the  mining  lease  will  not  have  any  significant  effects  on  the  red-legged 
frog  or  the  tiger  salamander,  and  no  revision  to  the  SMP-32  EIR  is  required. 
Therefore,  there  has  been  no  substantial  change  with  respect  to  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  mining  lease  is  being  undertaken  since  the  preparation  of  the  SMP-32 
EIR,  and  neither  the  draft  Recovery  Plan  nor  the  proposed  designation  of  critical 
habitat  for  the  red-legged  frog  constitutes  new  information  of  substantial  importance.. 
Furthermore,  the  draft  Recovery  Plan  and  the  proposed  designation  also  do  not 
constitute  new  information  of  substantial  importance  because  draft  Plan  and  the 
proposed  rule  are  subject  to  revision  and  have  not  been  finally  adopted. 

Additionally,  since  publication  of  the  SMP-32  EIR,  the  Alameda  whipsnake  has 
been  listed  as  threatened  by  both  federal  and  state  governmental  agencies.  The 
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Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR  documents  that  the  conditions  at  the  mining  area  do 
not  provide  suitable  habitat  for  the  whipsnake,  thereby  confirming  the  conclusion 
contained  in  the  SMP-32  EIR.  The  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR  includes 
mitigation  measure  E.5.a,  adopted  by  this  resolution  in  finding  #6  above,  which  calls 
for  mining  leases  to  require  mining  and  reclamation  operations  to  follow  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  survey  protocol  for  the  Alameda  whipsnake  critical  habitat  designation. 
Additionally,  the  record  includes  a  report  entitled  "An  Evaluation  of  Developed  Areas 
on  the  Lands  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  in  the  Niles  Canyon  and  Sunol 
Valley  Areas  as  Potential  Dispersal  Corridors  for  the  Threatened  Alameda 
Whipsnake"  prepared  by  Dr.  Samuel  M.  McGinnis  (attached  as  Exhibit  3).  This  report 
also  documents  that  the  project  area  contains  neither  the  necessary  habitat  nor  food 
sources  for  the  Alameda  whipsnake.  The  report  concludes  that  "grading  and/or 
construction  within  the  boundaries  of  these  developed  areas  would  pose  no  significant 
adverse  impact  to  the  [Alameda  whipsnake]."  In  addition,  LSA  Associates,  Inc. 
("LSA")  in  a  letter  dated  May  3,  2000  further  confirms  that  impacts  to  the  Alameda 
whipsnake  are  unlikely  at  SMP-32  site  because  it  is  a  barren  agricultural  area  which 
does  not  contain  whipsnake  habitat  (attached  as  Exhibit  4).  LSA  also  found  that  the 
seasonal  bridge  and  conveyor  belt  for  the  quarry  operation  would  not  have  impacts  on 
the  whipsnake.  LSA  supports  the  adequacy  of  mitigation  measure  E.5.a  in  the 
Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR.  The  project  proponent  has  agreed  to  the  mitigation 
measures  for  the  whipsnake  identified  in  the  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR. 

Thus,  the  mining  lease  will  not  have  any  significant  effects  on  the  whipsnake, 
and  no  revision  to  the  SMP-32  EIR  is  required.  Therefore,  there  has  been  no 
substantial  change  with  respect  to  the  circumstances  under  which  the  mining  lease  is 
being  undertaken  since  the  preparation  of  the  SMP-32  EIR,  and  the  listing  of  the 
whipsnake  as  threatened  by  both  the  federal  government  and  the  State  of  California 
does  not  constitute  new  information  of  substantial  importance. 

Since  publication  of  the  SMP-32  EIR,  the  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
(NMFS)  has  published  a  rule  to  list  critical  habitat  of  several  evolutionary  significant 
units  ("ESU")  for  steelhead,  including  the  Central  California  Coast  ESU,  which 
includes  Alameda  Creek.  The  NMFS  lists  steelhead  as  threatened  in  the  Central 
California  Coast  ESU.  Both  the  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR  and  the  letter  fi-om 
LSA  provide  substantial  evidence  that  the  SMP-32  quarry  operation  would  not  have 
any  impact  on  Alameda  Creek  and  steelhead  habitat.  The  portable  conveyor  belt  for 
the  quarry  which  would  be  located  under  Highway  680  would  be  removed  during  high 
flows  and  would  not  constitute  a  barrier  to  fish  migration.  The  conveyor  belt  would  - 
not  interfere  with  fish  migration  or  other  activity  at  other  times  of  the  year  because  it 
would  not  be  within  the  water  charmel.  Conditions  already  imposed  on  SMP-32  would 
prevent  any  hydrologic  impacts  to  aquatic  species  such  as  steelhead  in  Alameda  Creek;- 
no  mining  will  occur  in  the  channel  of  Alameda  Creek.  Additionally,  anadromous 
steelhead  do  not  spawn  in  the  section  of  Alameda  Creek  adjacent  to  the  mining  lease 
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area.  Anadromous  steelhead  presently  do  not  have  access  from  San  Francisco  Bay  to 
Alameda  Creek  adjacent  to  the  mining  area  due  to  the  presence  of  impassable  barriers 
downstream  which  are  not  owned  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission.  Conditions 
already  imposed  on  SMP-32  would  prevent  any  adverse  impacts  to  steelhead  in 
Alameda  Creek  should  the  species  be  able  to  migrate  upstream  from  San  Francisco 
Bay. 

Thus,  the  mining  lease  will  not  have  any  significant  effects  on  the  listed 
steelhead  ESU,  and  no  revision  to  the  SMP-32  EIR  is  required.  Therefore,  there  has 
been  no  substantial  change  with  respect  to  the  circumstances  under  which  the  mining 
lease  is  being  undertaken  since  the  preparation  of  the  SMP-32  EIR,  and  the  listing  of 
the  Alameda  Creek  steelhead  as  threatened  by  NMFS,  and  the  designation  of  Alameda 
Creek  as  critical  habitat  for  the  species,  does  not  constitute  new  information  of 
substantial  importance. 

(c)      Other  Potential  Impacts:  The  Watershed  Management  Plan  EIR 
provides  substantial  evidence  that  no  new  significant  impacts  beyond  those  disclosed, 
mitigated,  or,  with  respect  to  the  loss  of  agricultural  land,  deemed  acceptable  due  to 
overriding  considerations  (see  Exhibits  1  and  2)  have  been  identified  that  would  alter 
the  findings  of  the  SMP-32  EIR  or  would  require  additional  environmental  review. 
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ATTACHMENT  A 

ALAMEDA  WATERSHED  MANAGEMENT  PLAN 
CALIFORNIA  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT  FINDINGS 
SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

1.  INTRODUCTION. 

The  following  findings  are  hereby  adopted  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  ("SFPUC")  with  respect  to  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan  final 
Environmental  Impact  Report  ("FEIR")  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the  Califomia 
Environmental  Quality  Act,  Califomia  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seq. 
("CEQA"),  14  Califomia  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000  et  seq.,  (the  "CEQA 
Guidelines")  and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Adrpinistrative  Code. 

This  document  is  organized  as  follows: 

Article  II  provides  a  description  of  the  Project.  The  actions  to  be  taken  by  the 
SFPUC  are  described  in  Article  III  below. 

Article  IV  of  this  document  provides  the  basis  for  approval  of  the  Project,  a 
description  of  each  Alternative,  and  the  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  and  other 
considerations  which  support  the  rejection  of  the  elements  of  the  Alternatives  analyzed  in 
the  FEIR. 

Article  V  sets  forth  findings  as  to  the  disposition  of  each  of  the  mitigation 
measures  proposed  in  the  FEIR.  Mitigation  measures  are  grouped  in  the  following 
categories:  (1)  Measures  recommended  for  adoption  by  the  SFPUC  exactly  as  proposed 
in  the  FEIR  and  which  can  be  implemented  by  the  SFPUC's  component  bureaus;  and  (2) 
Measures  proposed  in  the  FEIR  and  recommended  by  the  SFPUC  for  adoption  and  which 
are  enforceable  by  agencies  other  than  City  agencies.  Exhibit  1 ,  attached  to  these 
findings,  contains  the  full  text  of  the  mitigation  measures  as  proposed  in  the  FEIR. 
Exhibit  2,  attached  hereto,  contains  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program. 

Article  VI  identifies  the  unavoidable,  significant  adverse  impacts  of  the  Project 
which  have  not  been  mitigated  to  a  level  of  insignificance  by  the  adoption  of  mitigation 
measures  as  provided  in  Article  V,  above. 

Article  VII  contains  a  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations,  setting  forth 
specific  reasons  in  support  of  the  SFPUC's  actions  and  its  rejection  of  the  Altematives 
not  incorporated  in  the  Project. 

XL       PROJECT  DESCRIPTION. 

A.       Detailed  Project  Description/Relationship  to  FEIR .  The  following  is  a 
description  of  the  actions  contemplated  by  the  Alameda  Watershed  Plan  and  the  Plan's 
relationship  to  the  FEIR. 

1.        Process.  The  SFPUC  approved  the  preparation  of  a  comprehensive 
Watershed  Management  Policy  and  Plan  in  Resolution  No.  91-0354.  The  SFPUC 
identified  a  preferred  alternative  for  the  Plan  in  Resolution  No.  95-001 1  and  identified  a 
preferred  alternative  for  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Element  of  the 
Watershed  Plan  in  Resolution  No.  96-0090  dated  May  14,  1996.  A  Draft  Programmatic 
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Environmental  Impact  Report  ("DEIR")  for  the  Watershed  Plan  was  prepared  and 
distributed  to  the  public  on  December  11,1999.  The  San  Francisco  Plannmg 
Commission  ("Planning  Commission")  and  SFPUC  staff  held  two  public  heanngs  on  the 
Watershed  Plan  on  January  25,  2000  (Pleasanton  heanng)  and  January  27,  2000  (San 
Francisco  hearing).  Public  comments  on  the  DEIR  were  received  between  December  11, 
1999  and  January  31,  2000.  The  FEIR  was  subsequently  prepared  and  certified  as 
complete  under  CEQA  in  motion  no.  15931  of  the  Planning  Commission  on  August  3, 
2000.  The  Project,  described  in  detail  below,  is  based  on  the  Project  Descnption 
contained  in  the  FEIR. 

The  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan  is  subject  to  a  program  EER  because 
the  Management  Plan  constitutes  a  series  of  actions  that  can  be  charactenzed  as  one  large 
project  that  is  related:  "a)  geographically;  b)  as  logical  parts  m  a  chain  of  contemplated 
actions-  and  c)  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of . . .  plans. . .  to  govern  the  conduct  of  a 
continuing  program..."  (CEQA  Guidelines  §15168(a)).  The  program  EIR  analyzes,  at  a 
general  level  the  potential  environmental  impacts  of  a  broad  range  of  policies  and 
management  actions.  The  program  EIR  is  designed  to  focus  attention  on  those  aspects  of 
a  future  project  that  could  bring  about  adverse  environmental  impacts,  hi  this  way,  the 
program  EIR  for  the  Management  Plan  may  serve  as  a  foundation  for  subsequent 
environmental  documentation  and/or  clearance  under  CEQA.  The  FEIR  identifies  and 
analyzes  the  potential  physical  environmental  impacts  of  the  programwide  policies  and 
management  actions  presented  in  the  Management  Plan  and  proposes  mitigation 
measures  that  would  reduce  those  impacts  determined  to  be  significant.  The  FEIR  calls 
out  specific  management  actions  or  policies  that  would  probably  require  further 
environmental  review  under  CEQA. 

The  FEIR  analyzes  potential  impacts  of  Management  Plan  actions  that,  although 
designed  to  fulfill  the  goals  of  the  Management  Plan,  are  still  deemed  to  potentially  result 
in  adverse  physical  effects  on  the  environment.  The  effects  of  these  actions  are  generally 
protective  in  nature  given  the  goals  of  the  Management  Plan.  In  most  cases  management 
actions  were  designed  to  reduce  impacts  that  might  arise  from  other  management  actions. 
The  FEIR  only  analyzes  those  management  actions  deemed  to  have  potentially  adverse 
physical  impacts. 

2     SFPUC  Mission  and  Project  Location.  The  SFPUC  manages  36,000 
acres  of  land  in  the  larger  175  square  mile  Southern  Alameda  Creek  watershed  as  part  of 
its  water  supply  deliveries  to  over  2  million  Bay  Area  residents.  These  lands  were 
acquired  in  1930  from  the  Spring  Valley  Water  Company.  The  SFPUC's  Alameda 
watershed  lands  remain  largely  protected  and  continue  to  serve  their  pnmary  purpose  of 
providing  a  high  quality  surface  water  supply  for  the  SFPUC  service  area  m  Alameda, 
Santa  Clara,  San  Mateo  and  San  Francisco  Counties.  The  Watershed  Plan  divides  the 
SFPUC's  Alameda  Creek  landholdings  covered  by  the  plan  into  two  categones:  the 
"primary  watershed"  and  the  "secondary  watershed."  The  pnmary  watershed  consists  of 
areas  that  drain  to  important  SFPUC  drinking  water  intakes  such  as  Calaveras  and  San 
Antonio  Reservoirs.  The  secondary  watershed  consists  of  downstream  areas  below  major 
drinking  water  intakes  where  there  is  more  preexisting  development  not  under  SFPUC 
control  (e  g  housing  in  the  Welch  Creek  drainage,  highway  680,  Andrade  Road  mdustnal 
facilities  etc.)  In  these  areas,  the  SFPUC  has  authorized  activities  under  long  term  leases 
such  as  mining  nursery  operations,  and  golf  course  operations.  Payments  under  these 
leases  provide  significant  non-operating  revenues  that  benefit  San  Francisco  retail  water 
ratepayers,  which  are  used  to  offset  the  cost  of  providing  water  to  these  customers. 

The  mission  of  the  SFPUC  is  to  serve  its  customers  with  reliable,  high  quaHty, 
and  affordable  water  and  wastewater  treatment  while  maximizing  benefits  from  Hetch 
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Hetchy  system  power  operations  and  responsibly  managing  the  human,  physical  arid 
natural  resources  entrusted  to  its  care.  The  SFPUC  mission  statement  for  watershed 
management  includes  the  following  goals: 

•  to  provide  the  best  environment  for  the  production,  collection  and  storage  of 
the  highest  quality  water  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  its 
suburban  wholesale  water  customers; 

•  to  develop,  implement,  and  monitor  a  resource  management  program  which 
addresses  all  Watershed  activities;  and 

•  to  apply  best  management  practices  for  the  protection  of  water  and  natural 
resources  and  to  their  conservation,  enhancement,  restoration,  and 
maintenance,  while  balancing  financial  costs  and  benefits. 

The  purpose  of  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan  is  to  provide  a  policy 
framework  for  the  SFPUC  to  make  consistent  decisions  about  the  activities,  practices, 
and  procedures  that  are  appropriate  for  Watershed  lands  given  the  mission  statement 
adopted  by  the  SFPUC  and  the  goals  of  the  Management  Plan.  The  Management  Plan 
provides  a  comprehensive  set  of  goals,  policies,  and  management  actions  that  address  all 
Watershed  activities  and  reflect  the  unique  qualities  of  the  Alameda  Watershed. 

In  addition  to  serving  as  a  long-term  regulatory  framework  for  decision-making 
by  the  SFPUC  the  Management  Plan  is  also  intended  to  be  used  as  a  Watershed 
management  implementation  guide  by  the  SFPUC's  Land  and  Resource  Management 
Section  (LRMS)  staff.  The  Management  Plan  provides  the  LRMS  with  management 
actions  designed  to  implement  the  established  goals  and  policies  for  water  quality,  water 
supply  ecological  and  cultural  resource  protection,  fire  safety  management.  Watershed 
activities  public  awareness,  and  financial  management.  The  Management  Plan  also 
enables  LRMS  staff  to  address  and  plan  for  future  management  issues  such  as  fire 
management,  erosion  control,  public  access,  secunty,  development  encroachment, 
construction  and  maintenance  of  utility  facilities,  and  ecological  resource  management. 
The  Management  Plan  sets  SFPUC  policy  for  watershed  management  and  actions  to 
effectuate  this  policy,  subject  to  available  funding  and  staffing. 

The  Management  Plan  was  designed  to  improve  the  SFPUC's  ability  to  protect  its 
watershed  holdings.  The  overall  environmental  impacts  of  the  Management  Plan  are 
beneficial  due  to  the  fact  that  management  actions  outlined  in  the  Plan  are  designed  to 
improve  conditions  over  current  practices.  However,  some  actions  also  have  the  potential 
to  cause  physical  impacts  on  the  environment.  Analysis  of  these  actions  formed  the  core 
oftheFEIR. 

3    Management  Plan  Goals  and  Policies.  The  primary  goal  of  the  Watershed  • 
Management  Plan  is  to  maintain  and  improve  source  water  quality  to  protect  public 
health  and  safety.  The  secondary  goals  of  the  Management  Plan  are  to  (1)  maximize 
water  supply;  (2)  preserve  and  enhance  the  ecological  and  cultural  resources  of  the 
watershed  (3)  protect  the  watershed,  adjacent  urban  areas,  and  the  public  from  fire  and 
other  hazards;  (4)  continue  existing  compatible  uses  and  provide  opportumties  for 
potential  compatible  uses  on  watershed  lands,  including  educational  recreational  and 
scientific  uses;  (5)  provide  a  fiscal  framework  that  balances  financial  resources  revenue- 
generating  activities,  and  overall  benefits  in  an  administrative  framework  that  allows 
implementation  of  the  Watershed  Management  Plan;  and  (6)  enhance  public  awareness  of 
water  quality,  water  supply,  conservation,  and  watershed  protection  issues. 

The  policies  of  the  Management  Plan  are  organized  into  1 1  major  topics  as 
follows: 
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•  Water  quality 

•  Water  supply 

•  Vegetation 

•  Wildlife 

•  Aquatic  resources 

•  Cultural  resources 

•  Fire 

•  Safety  and  security 

•  Watershed  activities 

•  Public  awareness 

•  Administration  and  finance 

Policies  designed  to  support  the  Management  Plan's  primary  goal  of  maintaining 
and  improving  source  water  quality  are  organized  into  seven  subtopics  as  follows: 

•  Physical,  chemical  and  biological  considerations.  Water  Quality  Policies 
set  forth  in' the  Management  Plan  would  prevent  the  introduction  of  pesticides 
and  chemicals  into  the  water  supply  through  restrictions  on  the  use  of 
pesticides  and  transport  of  other  hazardous  chemicals.  The  SFPUC's  water 
supply  would  be  protected  under  these  policies  by  preventing  the  introduction 
of  a  variety  of  pollutants  to  the  water  supply. 

•  Roads,  trails  and  rights-of-way.  These  policies  are  designed  to  prevent 
increased  erosion  and  runoff  resulting  from  maintenance  of  existing  roads  and 
trails  and  by  limiting  new  construction. 

•  Erosion,  sedimentation,  and  increased  runoff.  These  policies  control 
runoff  and  contaminants  by  minimizing  sources  of  such  contamination, 
limiting  impervious  surfaces,  and  installation  of  sedimentation  basins. 

•  Coordination,  collaboration  and  land  management.  These  pohcies 
protect  water  quality  by  regulating  construction  in  the  SFPUC  watershed 
holdings  and  by  collaboration  with  other  entities  with  jurisdiction  over 
development  proposals  upstream. 

•  Wetlands,  riparian  areas  and  stream  channels.  These  areas  are  protected 
due  to  their  proximity  to  water  sources  and  their  ability  to  filter  pollutants  and 
improve  water  quality. 

•  Access  restrictions  and  enforcement.  These  policies  call  tor  strictly 
controlling  public  access  to  minimize  adverse  affects  to  water  quality. 

•  Monitoring.  The  Plan  calls  for  extensive  monitoring  of  land  uses  and 
activities  that  could  introduce  pathogens  into  the  water  supply. 

4        Management  Plan  Actions  and  Guidelines.  Based  on  the  goals  and 
policies  described  above,  the  Management  Plan  presents  management  actions  and 
guidelines  that  are  designed  to  implement  goals  and  policies.  The  actions  and  guidelines 
will  guide  SFPUC  staff  in  the  day-to-day  activities  required  to  manage  the  watershed. 
Management  Plan  actions  are  to  be  implemented  over  a  20  year  penod  following  plan 
adoption. 

Management  actions  are  organized  by  topics  as  follows: 

a.  Stormwater  actions  are  designed  to  manage  and  improve  stormwater  drainage 
facilities  where  necessary. 

b  Hazardous  materials  and  contamination  actions  address  proper  use  and 
storage  of  hazardous  materials  at  SFPUC  facilities  and  procedures  for  spill  incidents. 
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c  Human  and  animal  waste  actions  include  inspection  procedures  for  SFPUC 
and  lessee  facilities;  survey  actions  to  assess  the  impacts  of  wildlife  excrement  on  water 
quality;  and  coordination  with  other  agencies  conducting  activities  in  the  watershed  to 
reduce  water  quality  risks  associated  with  human  and  animal  waste. 

d.  Roads  actions  include  assessing  the  existing  condition  of  roads;  taking  action 
to  reduce  erosion;  inspection  requirements;  and  developing  requirements  for  new  roads. 

e  Conservation  and  reclamation  of  water  actions  include  evaluating  measures 
to  increase  conservation  of  water  and  use  of  recycled  water  in  the  watershed. 

f  Fire  management  actions  include  fire  protection/  prevention  equipment; 
installation  of  fire  defense  improvements;  undertaking  fuel  management  projects  to 
reduce  fire  risk;  and  ongoing  monitoring. 

p  Safety  and  security  actions  include  the  development  of  law  enforcement 
procedures,  a  safety  and  security  program,  and  an  emergency  response  plan;  preparation 
of  a  watershed  manual;  and  coordination  with  adjacent  agencies  and  lessees. 

h  Vegetation  and  soil  management  actions  include  procedural  requirements  to 
follow  before  conducting  new  activities;  development  of  a  vegetation  management  plan 
and  forest  management  prescriptions;  restoration  activities  and  removal  of  exotics;  and 
coordination  with  other  parties. 

i  Wildlife  actions  include  procedural  requirements  to  be  undertaken  prior  to 
initiating  new  activities  that  could  impact  wildlife  habitat;  protection  of  movement 
corridors  and  habitat;  preparation  of  a  Habitat  Conservation  Plan;  identification  of  future 
studies;  and  prohibition  of  certain  activities  based  on  special  status  species  needs. 

i  Aquatic  zone  protection  and  fisheries  actions  include  procedural 
requirements  prior  to  project  initiation;  measure  to  protect  reservoir  shorelines,  stream 
channels,  banks  and  wetlands;  methods  to  encourage  fish  migration  in  tributary  streams 
to  reservoirs;  and  sediment  management  actions. 

k  Cultural  resource  actions  include  procedural  requirements  prior  to  project 
initiation;  methods  for  protecting  existing  resources;  and  monitoring  to  ensure  protection 
of  cultural  resources. 

1  Environmental  compliance  actions  include  appropriate  staffing  to  ensure 
compliance  with  environmental  laws  and  assess  the  impacts  of  proposed  activities,  and 
incorporating  the  FEIR  mitigation  measures  into  the  final  Management  Plan. 

m  Lease  and  permit  requirements  include  development  of  a  permit  reservation 
system  and  establishment  of  new  lease  and  permit  requirements  consistent  with  the  plan. 

n  Public  and  agency  outreach  actions  include  development  of  education 
programs,  outreach  facilities,  and  a  docent  program;  and  collaboration  efforts  with 
agencies,  educational  institutions  and  non-profit  groups. 

o  Staffing  and  training  actions  include  measures  to  develop  staff 
responsibilities;  training  in  enforcement  procedures,  watershed  resources  and  the  contents 
of  the  plan;  and  fire  management/emergency  response  traimng. 
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n  Fiscal  framework  actions  include  evaluating  costs  and  benefits  of  watershed 
activities';  securing  adequate  watershed  management  funding;  identification  of  alternative 
funding  sources;  identification  of  lands  for  acquisition 

q  Information  management  actions  include  establishment  of  a  visitor 
education  center  and  maintenance  of  Geographic  Information  System  mapping  and 
Watershed  web  page. 

r  Design  and  construction  requirements  actions  include  review  processes  for 
proposed  projects  to  assure  compatibility  with  the  Management  Plan;  design  guidelines; 
and  universal  access  requirements. 

s  Sunol  Valley  actions  include  mining  north  of  Freeway  680  under  Surface 
Mining  Permit  32,  with  two  options  south  of  680:  limited  expansion  of  permitted  mming 
footprints  and  depths  to  200  feet;  and  depth  increases  to  200  feet  within  the  existing 
permit  boundaries.  Other  actions  include  reservoir  design  considerations  for  future  water 
storage  reservoirs;  water  quality  monitoring;  and  guidelines  for  recreation  and  related 
activities  in  the  future  quarry  reservoirs. 

t.  Grazing  management  actions  include  continued  implementation  of  the  1997 
Grazing  Management  Plan. 

FEIR  table  II-l  summarizes  the  proposed  actions  under  the  Management  Plan  and 
which  actions  were  analyzed  in  the  FEIR.  Table  II-l  is  incorporated  by  reference  in  these 
findings. 

HI.  ACTIONS. 

The  actions  of  the  SFPUC  in  connection  with  the  Project  include  the  following: 

1  Adoption  of  CEQA  findings,  including  a  statement  of  overriding 
considerations,  mitigation  measures,  and  a  mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program. 

2  Approval  and  adoption  of  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan  to 
guide  the  management  of  the  SFPUC's  Alameda  Watershed  landholdings  covered  by  the 
Plan. 

IV.  ALTERNATIVES. 

A.       Development  nf  the  Management  Plan  Preferred  Alternative. 

1  Watershed  Management  Plan  Alternatives.  As  discussed  in  Section  II 
above,  the  project  is  based  generally  on  the  project  description  in  the  FEIR.  I"  approving 
the  Project;  the  SFPUC  has  carefully  considered  the  attnbutes  and  environmenta  effects 
of  the  Projects  and  the  Alternatives  discussed  in  the  FEIR.  This  considera^on  a  ong  w^^ 
the  reports  from  City  staff,  government  agency  input,  and  considerable  public  testimony, 
has  resulted  in  the  Project.  The  range  of  alternatives  considered  does      include  an 
alternative  to  the  location  of  the  Management  Plan,  as  the  Management  Plan  by  definition 
is  location-specific  and  its  goals,  plans,  and  policies  camiot  be  shifted  to  an  alternate 
location.  The  Project  represents  a  combination  of  features  that,  in  he^opinion  of  the  . 
SFPUC,  most  closely  achieves  the  Project  Goals  and  Policies  as  set  forth  in  the  FEIR. 

Prior  to  preparation  of  the  Management  Plan,  the  SFPUC  conducted  an  extensive 
analysis  of  water  quality,  natural  resources,  cultural  resources,  and  fire  hazard  data  and 
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conducted  a  series  of  public  and  agency  workshops.  This  analysis  resulted  in  a  set  of 
resource  vulnerability/sensitivity  maps  and  defined  areas  of  the  watershed  where 
resources  are  most  sensitive  to  disturbance.  The  data  analysis  was  combined  with  public 
comments  and  public  survey  results  to  form  three  watershed  management  alternatives. 

Watershed  Management  Plan  alternative  A  provides  for  the  highest  improvement 
in  water  quality  and  emphasizes  ecological  resource  protection  and  enhancement.  Public 
access  to  the  watershed  and  revenue  generation  would  be  very  limited  under  alternative 
A  Watershed  Management  Plan  Alternative  B  provides  for  moderate  improvement  in 
water  quality  and  balanced  ecological  resource  protection  and  public  access.  Watershed 
Management  Ahemative  C  provides  a  slight  improvement  in  water  quality  and 
emphasizes  increased  public  access.  Based  on  input  from  the  public  ageiicies  the 
project  consultant  team,  and  the  SFPUC  Watershed  Planning  Committee  the  SFPUC 
developed  the  preferred  alternative.  The  preferred  alternative  combines  Alternative  B 
with  some  components  of  Alternative  A. 

2.       Reasons  for  Selection  of  the  Watershed  Management  Plan  Preferred 
Alternative. 

The  preferred  Watershed  Management  Plan  Alternative  represents  the 
combination  of  features  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  SFPUC,  most  closely  achieves  the 
goals  of  the  Management  Plan  set  forth  in  the  FEIR  as  follows: 

a.  Maintaining  and  improving  source  water  quality  to  protect  public  health 
and  safety  The  preferred  ahemative  balances  the  desire  for  increased  public  access  and 
educational  opportunities  with  the  desire  to  improve  source  water  quality.  The 
Management  Plan  contains  mitigation  measures  to  offset  the  impacts  of  increased  access 
for  an  overall  improvement  in  water  quality,  avoiding  some  of  the  costs  and  impacts 
associated  with  Watershed  Management  Ahemative  C  and  the  restnctions  on  public 
access  in  Watershed  Management  Alternative  A. 

b  Maximize  water  supply.  The  preferred  alternative  supports  this  goal  by 
maximizing  reservoir  storage  in  existing  reservoirs  and  through  the  creation  of  new 
reservoirs  in  completed  quarry  pits  in  Sunol  Valley;  prevents  intermptions  to  water 
supply;  minimizes  water  use  in  the  watershed  through  increased  conservation  and 
potential  use  of  recycled  water;  and  minimizes  the  release  of  water  that  cannot  be 
recaptured. 

b  Preserving  and  enhancing  the  ecological  and  cultural  resources  of  the 
watershed.  Watershed  vegetation  is  protected  through  policies  affecting  chemical  use; 
■  invasive  plant  species;  protection  of  special  status  vegetation  and  habitats;  and  site- 
specific  environmental  analysis  for  proposed  facilities  and  maintenance  activities. 
Wildlife  is  protected  through  policies  protecting  habitat  and  wildlife  populations; 
eradication  of  pest  species;  minimization  of  human  disturbance;  study  of  wildlife 
populations;  and  site-specific  environmental  analysis  for  proposed  facilities  and 
maintenance  activities.  Aquatic  species  are  protected  by  maintaining  biodiversity; 
minimization  of  chemical  additions;  prohibition  of  non-native  fish  stocking;  coordina  ion 
with  other  governmental  agencies;  restrictions  on  activities  m  areas  of  high  water  quality 
vulnerability;  promotion  of  wetland  mitigation  banking;  and  site-specific  environmental 
analysis  for  proposed  facilities  and  maintenance  activities.  Cultural  resources  are 
protected  by  coordination  with  other  agencies;  consultation  with  Native  Amenc^ 
organizations;  and  site-specific  environmental  analysis  for  proposed  facilities  and 
maintenance  activities. 
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c  Protection  from  fire  and  other  hazards.  Fire  policies  in  the  Management 
Plan  protect  the  watershed  in  terms  of  fire  prevention  and  through  vegetation 
management  measures.  Safety  concerns  resulting  from  public  access  are  also  addressed. 

d  Continue  existing  compatible  uses  and  provide  opportunities  for  potential 
compatible  uses  on  the  watershed,  including  education,  recreational  and  scientific 
uses  The  Management  Plan  prohibits  a  number  of  activities,  e.g.  hunting  which  are 
deemed  detrimental  to  the  watershed.  Certain  other  activities  are  allowed  by  permit  e.g. 
research  by  non-SFPUC  personnel.  Recreational  activities  must  be  compatible  with  the 
setting  in  which  they  are  proposed,  may  not  adversely  affect  watershed  resources  and 
comply  with  the  goals  and  policies  of  the  Management  Plan.  New  recreation  in  the 
Primaw  Watershed  must  be  resource  based,  i.e.  related  to  the  inherent  natural  and  other 
resources  present.  Access  to  existing  open  trails  is  preserved.  New  trails  may  be 
considered  in  zones  of  lesser  vulnerability  and  nsk  when  consistent  with  the  goals  and 
policies  of  the  Management  Plan.  The  plan  supports  new  trail  comiections  that  link 
adjacent  communities  and  trails  of  other  agencies,  pnrnanly  m  the  secondary  watershed 
The  existing  Sunol  Valley  golf  course  could  be  expanded  under  the  Plan  m  areas  of  low 
sensitivity.  The  level  of  recreational  opportunities  allowed  under  the  Watershed 
Management  Plan  Preferred  Alternative  strikes  a  balance  between  the  desire  for  increased 
public  access  and  the  need  to  minimize  the  environmental  and  economic  impacts  of  such 


access. 


For  proposed  plans  and  projects,  the  Management  Plan  creates  a  review  process  to 
ensure  that  all  future  land  management  decisions  and  uses  remain  consistent  with  Plan 
goals  and  policies.  In  addition,  the  Management  Plan  provides  procedural  guidelines  for 
everyday  operations  and  maintenance  activities  such  as  road  maintenance,  mowing,  and 


controlled  bums. 


In  the  Sunol  Valley,  specific  management  policies  are  provided  in  the  Sunol 
Valley  Resources  Management  Element  of  the  Watershed  Plan.  These  policies  broadly 
address  the  timing  and  location  of  mining  in  the  Sunol  Valley  to  expedite  the  creation  of 
water  storage  facilities,  while  minimizing  environmental  impacts  and  maximizing 
revenues  Also  addressed  are  the  development  of  water  based  recreational  activities  m 
the  Sunol  Valley  following  the  completion  of  existing  quarry  pits  to  water  storage 
reservoirs  upon  completion  of  mining. 

e  Provide  a  fiscal  framework  that  balances  financial  resources,  revenue- 
generating  activities,  and  overall  benefits,  and  an  administrative  framework  that 
!  lows  implementation  of  the  Management  Plan.  The  Management  Plan  prov^^^^^^^ 
users  bear  the  cost  of  watershed  activities  that  are  not  related  to  the  SFPUC  s  primary 
mission  of  providing  high  quality  water,  such  as  recreation  and  leasing^permit  activities. 
S  adXion,^SFPUC  ratepayers  will  not  be  asked  to  bear  the  cost  of  mitigation  measures 
needed  to  reduce  the  impacts  of  any  public  access  proposals.  Under  the  Prefe^^d 
Alternative,  existing  leases  would  be  preserved  and  in  some  cases  ^^P^nd^d  ^eadm  to 
collection  of  additional  revenues  which  could  be  used  to  offset  the  SFPUC  Land  and 
Resource  Management  Section's  costs  of  implementing  the  preferred  alternative. 

f  Enhance  public  awareness  of  water  quality,  water  supply,  conservation, 
and  watershed  protection  issues.  Management  Plan  policies  encourage  public 
educrtL  and  specify  a  number  of  awareness  programs  and  allow  scientific  research  and 
education  oppoSunities.  Such  opportunities  would  be  foreclosed  under  Watershed  . 
Management  Plan  Alternative  A. 

B.       Manapement  Plan  Alternatives  Reiected  and  Reasons  for  Rejection. 
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Watershed  Management  Plan  Alternative  A:  The  distincti^s  between 
alternatives  evaluated  in  the  Management  Plan  are  set  forth  in  the  FEIR  in  table  Vn-2. 
Althoueh  Alternative  A  is  the  environmentally  supenor  alternative  in  that  it  would 
restrict  public  access  and  result  in  a  higher  level  of  improvement  in  water  quality, 
Alternative  A  is  rejected  because  it  would  not  continue  existing  compatible  uses  and 
provide  opportunities  for  potential  compatible  uses  on  watershed  lands,  including 
educational,  recreational,  revenue  generating  and  scientific  uses  to  the  same  degree  as 
under  the  preferred  alternative.  Alternative  A  would  not  allow  for  possible  expansion  of 
the  Sunol  Valley  Golf  Course,  even  in  areas  of  low  ecological  sensitivity.  Grazing 
revenues  would  be  reduced  under  Alternative  A  due  to  further  reductions  in  grazmg  than 
contemplated  in  the  1997  Grazing  Management  Plan,  which  balances  the  protection  of 
ecological  resources,  the  need  to  manage  watershed  vegetation  for  fire  protection,  and  the 
protection  of  water  quality.  Nursery  lessees  would  be  relocated  under  Alternative  A 
potentially  reducing  revenues,  whereas  under  the  preferred  alternative  nursery  operations 
would  be  set  back  further  from  water  bodies  as  dictated  by  site  specific  conditions^ 
Mining  north  of  freeway  680  would  be  prohibited  under  Watershed  Management  Plan 
Alternative  A,  contrary  to  an  existing  lease  to  mine  a  69  acre  portion  of  this  site  held  by 
Mission  Valley  Rock  Company.  Alternative  A  would  not  maximize  revenue  or  water 
storage  from  mining  activities  in  furtherance  of  the  secondary  goals  of  the  Watershed 
Management  Plan.  Watershed  Management  Plan  Alternative  A  is  rejected  because  it 
does  not  meet  the  goals  and  objectives  identified  by  the  SFPUC  which  govern  the  p  an, 
and  does  not  achieve  the  appropriate  balance  of  primary  and  secondary  goals  sought  by 
the  SFPUC. 

Watershed  Management  Flan  Alternative  B:  Watershed  Management  Plan 
Alternative  B  is  rejected  because,  although  similar  to  the  preferred  aUemative,  it  would 
allow  individual  access  to  selected  existing  internal  roads,  increased  group  access  to 
internal  roads,  and  greater  levels  of  equestrian  use  than  under  the  preferred  alternatives 
With  increased  public  access  comes  increased  costs  and  impacts  associated  wi  h  security 
and  fire  prevention,  habitat  degradation,  and  potential  diminution  in  water  quality.  The 
preferred  alternative  provides  substantial  opportunities  for  public  recreation  and 
education  but  would  result  in  lower  levels  of  impact  on  water  quality,  watershed 
resources,  and  infrastructure  (staffing)  than  under  Alternative  B.  Alternative  B  would 
moderately  respond  to  the  primary  goal  of  the  Management  Plan  and  most  of  the 
secondary  goals  of  the  Management  Plan.  Therefore,  Alternative  B  in  its  entirety  is 
rejected  because  it  does  not  meet  the  goals  and  objectives  identified  by  the  SFPUC  which 
govern  the  plan,  and  does  not  achieve  the  appropriate  balance  of  pnmary  and  secondary 
goals  sought  by  the  SFPUC. 

Watershed  Management  Plan  Alternative  C:  Watershed  Management  Plan 
Altemafive  C  is  rejected  because  it  would  have  the  greatest  impact  on  water  quahty  and 
watershed  resources.  The  increased  public  use  and  access  allowed  by  Alternative  C 
would  result  in  the  greatest  number  of  new  facilities  and  improvements,  and  the  greatest 
level  of  management  activities,  fuel  reduction  and  staffing  to  reduce  the  effects  of  greater 
public  access  on  the  watershed.  Construction  and  operation  of  additional  watershed 
facilities  under  Alternative  C  could  result  in  natural  resource  impacts  dunng  construction 
and  increased  sedimentation  and  water  quality  degradation  associated  with  runoff  from 
construction  areas.  Increased  public  use  of  the  watershed  under  Alternative  C  could 
resuU  in  an  increase  in  unauthorized  use  that  would  turn  increase  the  nsks  and  hazards 
associated  with  wildfires,  habitat  degradation,  and  water  quality  degradation.  Although 
Alternative  C  would  include  management  actions  and  mitigation  measures  similar  to 
those  under  the  preferred  altemafive  in  order  to  reduce  impacts,  given  the  extensive  level 
of  public  use  and  grazing  under  this  aUemative,  potential  water  quality,  fire  hazard,  and 
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natural  resources  impacts  could  be  unavoidable.  The  preferred  alternative  provides 
substantial  opportunities  for  public  recreation  and  education  but  would  result  in  lower 
levels  of  impact  on  water  quality,  watershed  resources,  funding  and  infrastructure 
(staffme)  than  under  Alternative  C.  Alternative  C  would  have  only  a  moderate  response 
to  the  primary  goal  of  the  Management  Plan  and  a  low  to  moderate  response  to  most  of 
the  secondary  goals.  Therefore,  Alternative  C  is  rejected  because  it  does  not  meet  the 
goals  and  objectives  identified  by  the  SFPUC  which  govern  the  plan,  and  does  not 
achieve  the  appropriate  balance  of  primary  and  secondary  goals  sought  by  the  ShPUL.. 

No  Action  Alternative  to  Management  Plan:  Without  the  Management  Plan, 
the  SFPUC  could  still  propose  changes  in  watershed  management  and  propose  new 
actions  and  projects.  However,  these  would  occur  on  an  ad  hoc,  individual  basis,  without 
the  encompassing  policy  framework  provided  by  the  Managenient  Plan.  The  No  Action 
Alternative  was  rejected  for  this  reason.  In  addition,  without  the  Management  Plan, 
construction  and  operation  of  additional  Watershed  facilities  could  result  m 
environmental  impacts,  such  as  natural  resource  impacts  dunng  construction  and 
increased  sedimentation  and  water  quality  degradation  associated  with  runoff  h-om 
construction  areas  and  impervious  surfaces.  Under  existing  fuel  management  policies 
constraints  to  the  existing  fire  protection  system  would  remain;  therefore,  the  potential 
for  catastrophic  wildfire  due  to  natural  processes  or  illegal  watershed  use  would  continue. 
The  No  Action  Alternative  would  not  avoid  the  unavoidable  significant  associated  with 
loss  of  prime  agricultural  land  due  to  mining  north  of  1-680  in  accordance  with  SMP  29. 
However,  the  mined  area  (69  acres)  would  be  less  than  the  preferred  alternative. 

Under  the  No  Action  Alternative,  implementation  of  management  actions  and 
mitigation  measures  on  a  project-by-project  basis  would  likely  reduce  impacts  to  a  less 
than  significant  level.  However,  implementation  of  these  actions  and  measures  would 
occur  on  an  individual  basis,  without  the  comprehensive  management  strategies 
presented  in  the  Management  Plan.  The  Management  Plan  and  program  FEIR  provide  a 
foundation  for  the  environmental  analysis  of  future  projects,  leading  to  cost  savings  and 
management  efficiencies  that  would  not  exist  under  the  No  Action  Alternative  A  Habitat 
Conservation  Plan  for  threatened  and  endangered  species  within  the  watershed  would  not 
come  into  place,  which  would  mean  that  there  would  be  no  umbrella  planning  document 
for  the  conservation  and  protection  of  these  species  and  protection  from  possible  take 
liability  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act  for  ongoing  SFPUC  operations  m  the 
watershed  The  No  Action  Alternative  would  have  a  low  response  to  the  primary  goal  of 
the  Management  Plan  to  maintain  and  improve  source  water  quality,  and  a  low  to 
moderate  response  to  most  of  the  secondary  goals  of  the  Management  Plan.  Therefore, 
the  No  Action  Alternative  is  rejected. 

C.       Development  of  Sunol  Vallev  Resources  Manaeement  Element 
Options  (Mining  in  Sunol  Valley). 

1.       Development  of  the  Sunol  Valley  Resource  Management  Element 
Preferred  Alternative, 

In  resolution  number  95-0073,  the  SFPUC  directed  the  General  Manager  to 
incorporate  a  Resource  Management  Element  for  the  Sunol  Valley  into  the  Watershed 
Management  Plan  The  Sunol  Valley  Resource  Management  Element  was  subsequently 
developed  to  guide  the  progress  of  mining  in  Sunol  Valley  over  the  next  several  decades. 
The  SFPUC  has  leased  acreage  to  aggregate  mimng  companies  since  the  1970s.  The 
mining  to  date  has  occurred  south  of  1-680  and  does  not  occur  m  the  channel  of  Alameda 
Creek  Significant  benefits  to  the  SFPUC  from  aggregate  mimng  operations  include 
ongoing  royalty  revenues  and  future  conversion  of  completed  quarry  pits  into  water 
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storage  reservoirs,  along  with  the  potential  for  water-based  recreational  opportunities  not 
available  in  the  Primary  Watershed. 

The  purpose  of  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Element  of  the  Alameda 
Watershed  Management  Plan  is  to  address  the  complex  mix  of  activities  in  the  Sunol 
Valley  in  a  comprehensive  manner,  and  to  address  the  existing  and  future  activities  of  the 
Sunol  Valley  while  minimizing  conflicts  between  these  activities.  These  activities 
include  potential  potable  and  non-potable  water  storage;  water  quality  protection;  gravel 
operations  and  other  revenue  generating  activities;  SFPUC  Alameda  operations  facilities, 
natural  and  cultural  resources;  fisheries  enhancement;  and  potential  recreation  resources. 

The  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Element  is  a  conceptual,  programmatic 
level  study  to  determine  the  feasibility  of  developing  water  storage  in  the  Sunol  Valley. 
Exact  configurations  of  the  water  storage  reservoirs,  water  sources,  piping  layouts, 
recreation  and  other  commercial  activities  and  other  related  plan  elements  have  not  been 
determined.  Many  of  these  activities,  if  approved,  may  be  subject  to  additional 
environmental  analysis. 

The  overall  goal  of  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Element  is  to 
optimize  water  storage  for  the  SFPUC,  thus  increasing  the  yield  and  reliability  of  the 
water  supply.  Subgoals  include  managing  the  timing  and  location  of  quarry  development 
to  expedite  creation  of  water  storage  while  minimizing  impacts  to  natural,  cultural  and 
aesthetic  resources,  and  maximizing  revenues  from  leasing  operations;  protection  of 
water  quality  in  the  future  quarry  reservoirs;  investigation  of  the  use  of  non-potable  water 
in  the  quarry  reservoirs;  to  analyze  the  impacts  and  mitigate  as  necessary  any  significant 
environmental  impacts  of  the  management  plan;  to  develop  a  strategy  for  future  leases, 
permits,  and  other  agreements  needed  to  implement  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources 
Management  Element  of  the  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan;  to  involve  interested 
agencies  and  the  public  in  the  planning  process;  and  to  inform  and  educate  the  public 
about  water  and  other  resource  values. 

Six  Mining  Alternatives  A  through  F  were  developed  under  the  Sunol  Valley 
Resources  Management  Element.  Subsequent  to  the  selection  of  the  preferred  alternative 
by  the  SFPUC  in  resolution  no.  96-0090,  Sunol  residents  proposed  Mining  Alternative  S, 
which  was  analyzed  in  the  FEIR  as  being  comparable  to  Mmmg  Alternative  B  because 
under  both  Mining  Alternatives  B  and  S  no  mining  would  take  place  north  of  1-680,  and 
the  area  would  be  devoted  to  other  land  uses  such  as  agriculture.  The  six  Mmmg 
Alternatives  would  provide  for  varying  degrees  of  mining  in  the  Sunol  Valley,  with 
corresponding  revenue  and  water  storage  benefits.  A  companson  of  the  proposed 
facilities  and  permitted  activities  under  each  of  the  Mining  Alternatives  is  presented  m 
FEIR  table  VII-3.  The  six  Mining  Alternatives  A  through  F  are  summanzed  below: 

Mining  Alternative  A  provides  for  the  mining  of  existing  permits  and  leases, 
with  mining  to  occur  south  of  1-680  in  currently  mined  areas  and  north  ofI-680  in  an  area 
not  currently  mined  under  an  existing  69  acre  lease  with  Mission  Valley  Rock  Company, 
authorized  under  Surface  Mining  Permit  29  issued  by  Alameda  County.  Mimng 
Alternative  A  would  permit  the  same  level  of  mining  allowed  under  the  no  action 
alternative  in  that  previously  entitled  mining  areas  under  lease  from  the  SFPUC  would  be 
mined  to  completion  by  the  year  2015.  Five  water  storage  reservoirs  would  result  with 
four  reservoirs  south  of  1-680  and  one  north  of  1-680.  Total  water  storage  under  this 
alternative,  with  all  pits  mined  to  a  200  foot  depth,  would  be  33,700  acre  feet.  Mmmg  . 
Altematives  A  and  C  allow  a  greater  variety  of  recreation  activities  upon  completion  of 
mining. 
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Mining  Alternatives  B  and  S  provide  for  maximized  mining  and  water  storage 
south  of  1-680,  with  no  mining  north  of  1-680.  San  Antonio  Creek  would  be  mmed  under 
Mining  Alternative  B  in  order  to  create  a  large  reservoir.  Alternative  S  would  not  mine 
San  Antonio  Creek,  and  would  therefore  result  in  less  water  storage  than  Mining 
Alternative  B,  although  mining  would  be  extended  closer  to  Calaveras  Road  on  the  north 
in  an  area  that  currently  screens  mining  operations  from  view  by  nursery  operations. 
Both  Mining  Alternatives  B  and  S  propose  recreational  and  agncultural  activities  north  ot 
1-680  to  partially  offset  loss  of  mining  revenues  in  this  area.  Both  alternatives  include 
four  water  storage  reservoirs  south  of  1-680.  Expansion  of  mimng  activity  under  either 
Mining  Alternative  B  or  S  is  not  covered  under  existing  surface  mining  permits  issued  by 
Alameda  County  and  may  require  environmental  analysis  pnor  to  modification  of  these 
permits  by  the  County.  Under  Mining  Alternative  B,  the  total  volume  of  water  storage 
upon  completion  of  mining  in  approximately  2036  would  be  51,800  acre  feet;  Mming 
Alternative  S  provides  47,100  acre  feet. 

Mining  Alternative  C  maximizes  water  storage  both  north  and  south  of  1-680, 
with  completion  of  mining  south  of  1-680  before  mining  occurs  north  of  1-680  and 
uhimate  completion  of  mining  in  2047.  San  Antonio  Creek  would  not  be  mined  under 
Mining  Alternative  C.  Six  water  storage  reservoirs  would  be  created  by  this  alternative, 
one  north  and  five  south  of  1-680.  Expansion  of  mining  activity  under  Mmmg 
Alternative  C  is  not  covered  under  existing  surface  mining  permits  issued  by  Alameda 
County  and  may  require  environmental  analysis  prior  to  modification  of  these  permits  by 
the  County  Total  water  storage  upon  completion  of  mining  under  Mining  Alternative  C 
is  62,600  acre  feet.  Mining  Alternatives  A  and  C  allow  a  greater  vanety  of  recreation 
activities  upon  completion  of  mining. 

Mining  Alternative  D  would  allow  mining  to  proceed  in  existing  permit  and 
lease  areas  north  of  1-680  (the  69  acre  lease  currently  held  by  Mission  Valley  Rock 
Company)  Mining  and  reclamation  would  be  expedited  in  this  area,  and  a  conservation 
easement  placed  over  the  entire  area  following  mining.  Water  storage  would  be 
maximized  south  of  1-680;  however,  San  Antonio  Creek  would  not  be  mmed.  Expansion 
of  mining  activity  under  Mining  Alternative  D  is  not  covered  under  existing  surface 
mining  permits  issued  by  Alameda  County  and  may  require  environmental  analysis  poor 
to  modification  of  these  permits  by  the  County.  Mining  Alternative  D  adds  areas  north  of 
Arroyo  de  la  Laguna  and  south  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Aqueduct  to  the  plannmg  area.  A 
total  of  six  water  storage  reservoirs  would  be  created  by  this  alternative,  one  north  and 
five  south  of  1-680.  Total  water  storage  upon  completion  of  mining  under  Mining 
Alternative  D  is  52,300  acre  feet. 

Mining  Alternative  E  includes  mining  north  and  south  of  1-680.  Mining  north  of 
1-680  reflects  the  terms  of  Surface  Mining  Permit  32  (SMP  32)  issued  by  Alameda 
County  to  Mission  Valley  Rock  Company  pursuant  to  the  SMP  32  FEIR  approved  m 
1 995    Mining  south  of  1-680  would  be  in  accordance  with  existing  surface  mining 
permits  and  leases.  San  Antonio  Creek  would  not  be  mined  under  Mining  Ahemative  R 
A  total  of  five  water  storage  reservoirs  would  be  created  under  this  Alternative,  one  north 
and  four  south  of  1-680.  Total  water  storage  under  this  alternative  is  53,100  acre  feet. 

Mining  Alternative  F  includes  mining  north  of  1-680  in  accordance  with  SMP 
32  similar  to  Mining  Alternative  E,  but  provides  a  quarter-mile  resource  protection 
buffer  from  the  recently  restored  Sunol  Water  Temple.  The  buffer  area  would  consist  of  a 
mined  area  around  the  temple  that  would  be  backfilled  and  landscaped  after  completion; 
mining  and  reclamafion  would  be  expedited  in  this  area  m  order  to  create  additional 
usable  area  for  recreation  in  the  Temple  vicinity.  South  of  1-680  water  storage  would  be 
maximized.  Expansion  of  mining  activity  under  Mimng  Alternative  F  south  of  1-680  is 
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not  covered  under  existing  surface  mining  permits  issued  by  Alameda  County  and  may 
require  environmental  analysis  prior  to  modification  of  these  permits  by  the  County.  San 
Antonio  Creek  would  not  be  mined  under  Mining  Alternative  F.  A  total  of  six  water 
storage  reservoirs  would  be  created  under  this  Alternative,  one  north  arid  five  south  of  I- 
680.  Total  water  storage  under  this  Alternative  is  63,200  acre  feet.    Mining  Alternative 
F  provides  the  greatest  amount  of  mining  and  potential  water  storage. 

2.  Reasons  for  Selection  of  the  Preferred  Mining  Alternative:  The  SFPUC 
evaluated  Mining  Alternatives  A  through  F  and  selected  a  preferred  alternative  on  May 
14  1996  The  preferred  altemaUve  north  of  1-680  is  Mining  Alternative  F.  South  of  I- 
680  the  SFPUC  selected  two  options,  preferred  mining  alternative  Options  1  and  2. 
Option  1  calls  for  working  with  Alameda  County  to  amend  the  existing  surface  mmmg 
permits  south  of  1-680  to  extend  the  mining  footprint  to  match  the  permit  boundanes  and 
increase  mining  depths  to  200  feet.  Option  2  seeks  to  increase  the  depth  of  mining  south 
of  1-680  to  200  feet  without  horizontally  expanding  the  mmmg  pits.  Under  both  options 
south  of  1-680  Alameda  County  may  need  to  conduct  additional  environmental  analysis 
prior  to  approving  modifications  to  the  applicable  surface  mmmg  permits. 

The  preferred  alternative  was  selected  by  the  SFPUC  because  it  most  closely 
achieves  the  realization  of  the  primary  and  secondary  goals  of  the  Management  Plan. 
The  preferred  alternative  maximizes  mining  revenues  and  water  storage  consistent  with 
the  secondary  goals  of  the  Management  Plan  and  the  goals  of  the  Sunol  Valley  Resources 
Management  Element.  Mining  operations  proposed  under  the  preferred  mining 
alternative  would  have  no  significant  impact  on  the  quality  of  water  provided  by  the 
SFPUC,  consistent  with  the  primary  goal  of  the  Management  Plan.  The  preferred 
ahemative  further  protects  the  cultural  resources  of  the  Sunol  Water  Temple  and  provides 
an  additional  landscaped  area  for  recreation  as  part  of  the  increased  buffer  zone  around 
the  Temple. 

Although  the  revenue  from  other  alternatives  north  of  1-680  which  do  not  include 
mining  might  offset  a  portion  of  the  loss  of  mining  royalties  to  the  SFPUC,  these 
aUematives  will  not  produce  the  asset  value  of  a  completed  water  storage  reservoir  or 
additional  water  yield  desired  by  the  SFPUC.  The  SFPUC  system  needs  additional  water 
storage  to  meet  existing  and  forecasted  demands,  and  construction  of  new  surface  water 
reservoirs  raises  complicated  environmental  and  permitting  issues.  At  the  pro-am  level, 
the  use  of  completed  surface  mining  pits  for  water  storage  in  the  active  y  mined  Sunol 
Valley  best  provides  water  storage  at  the  lowest  cost  and  environmental  impact. 

3.  Reasons  for  Rejection  of  Mining  Plan  Alternatives: 

Alternatives  A  through  F  were  rejected  for  the  following  reasons: 

.    Alternatives  A,  B,  C,  D  and  S  would  not  provide  the  same  level  of  water  storage  or 
royalty  revenue  fi-om  mining.  The  Water  Supply  Master  Plan,  the  product  of  a 
partnership  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  organization  representmg  its  wholesale  water 
customers;  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users'  Association,  identified  a  need  for  an  additional 
71  million  gallons  per  day  (mgd)  of  firm  system  yield  to  meet  projected  demands  of 
the  SFPUC  service  area.  Maximizafion  of  water  storage  via  quarrying  under  the 
preferred  alternative  in  the  Sunol  Valley  will  satisfy  an  approximately  7  mgd  portion 
of  this  demand  without  incurring  the  entire  capital  cost  of  building  new  surface  water 
storage  reservoirs.  If  the  equivalent  water  storage  were  constructed  elsewhere,  the 
environmental  impacts  of  such  construction  could  be  significant.  In  contrast,  much  of 
the  Sunol  Valley  has  been  previously  disturbed  by  mining. 
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.    Alternative  B  would  induce  significant  impacts  with  the  mining  of  the  ephemeral 
channel  of  San  Antonio  Creek,  which  is  considered  a  wildlife  comdor  by  the 
California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game.  Current  and  proposed  mining  under  the 
preferred  alternative  will  not  take  place  in  stream  channels. 

.    Ahematives  A,  C,  D  and  S  are  infeasible  because  of  the  high  costs  relating  to 
reclamation  arising  out  of  the  intensive  recreational  uses  allowed  under  these 
alternatives  The  Management  Plan  provides  that  ratepayer  funds  will  not  be  used  to 
subsidize  recreational  activities  on  the  watershed.  Public  access  to  the  future  quarry 
reservoirs  allowed  under  alternatives  A,  B,  C  and  D  could  compromise  the  quality  of 
water  stored  in  the  ponds,  which  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  pnmary  goal  of  the 
Management  Plan.  In  addition,  the  SFPUC  lacks  sufficient  water  supplies  to  devote 
more  water  to  increased  commercial  agricultural  uses  m  Sunol  Valley,  as  suggested 
by  alternatives  A,  B,  D  and  S. 

.    Alternatives  E  and  F  were  rejected  as  individual  alternatives,  but  were  combined  to 
form  the  preferred  alternative,  because  the  combination  maximizes  future  water 
storage  and  revenues  while  providing  further  protection  for  the  cultural  resources  and 
future  recreation  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Sunol  Water  Temple.  The  water  storage 
available  to  the  SFPUC  under  the  preferred  alternative  is  needed  for  the  entire  region 
served  by  the  SFPUC,  and  outweighs  the  loss  of  prime  agricultural  land  caused  by 
implementation  of  the  preferred  alternative.  The  preferred  alternative  best  balances 
the  primary  and  secondary  goals  of  the  Management  Plan. 

V.       MITIGATION  MEASURES. 

CEOA  requires  agencies  to  adopt  mitigation  measures  that  would  avoid  or 
substantially  lessen  a  project's  identified  significant  impacts  or  potential  significant 
impacts  if  such  measures  are  feasible.  The  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan 
proposes  a  series  of  actions  over  the  20  year  life  of  the  Plan.  These  Management  Plan 
actions  constitute  best  management  practices  that  will  improve  water  quality  and  the 
environmental  resources  of  the  Alameda  Watershed  over  base  ine  conditions.  Whether  or 
not  these  practices  are  implemented  is  dependent  on  whether  the  SFPUC  receives  funding 
and  staffing  for  implementation  of  actions  or  sets  of  actions. 

It  is  not  possible  at  this  time  to  determine  which  action  or  actions  the  SFPUC 
might  undertake  and  in  what  timeframe.  The  FEIR  took  a  conservative  approach  and 
identified  potential  environmental  impacts  for  any  proposed  Management  Plan  action  or 
project  for  which  impacts  could  not  be  ruled  out.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  SFPUC  to 
avoid  significant  impacts  from  any  action  or  set  of  actions  it  may  undertake  m  the  future 
through  the  adoption  of  the  mitigation  measures  identified  in  these  findings^  As  actions 
are  specifically  proposed  (or  receive  funding),  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Department, 
Major  Environmental  Analysis  section,  would  review  the  project  specifics  pursuant  to 
CEQA  Guidelines  sections  15168  and  15162.  The  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting 
Proa-am  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  2  specifies  the  process  by  which  all  adopted 
mitigation  measures  are  to  be  carried  out,  along  with  responsibihties  for  enforceme^^^^ 
The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  section  will  also  conduct  an 
annual  review  of  contemplated  SFPUC  actions,  in  addition  to  reviewing  specific 
proposals  from  the  SFPUC. 

The  findings  in  this  section  concern  mitigation  measures  set  forth  in  the  FE^^ 
These  findings  fall  into  two  categories:  (1)  mitigation  measures  endorsed  by  the  SFPUC 
for  adoption  exactly  as  proposed  in  the  FEIR,  and  which  can  be  implemented  by  SFPUC 
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bureaus;  and  (2)  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FEIR  and  endorsed  by  the  SFPUC 
for  adoption  and  which  are  enforceable  by  agencies  other  than  the  City.  None  of  the 
mitigation  measures  is  rejected  completely. 

The  SFPUC  finds  that  the  measures  it  proposes  for  adoption  can  and  should  be 
carried  out  by  the  named  bureau  or  agency  at  the  designated  time  and  are  feasible  at  this 
time,  based  on  the  findings  adopted  by  the  SFPUC.  To  the  extent  that  these  measures 
require  supplemental  appropriations  to  SFPUC  operating  budgets,  it  is  the  SFPUC's 
intent  to  seek  and  obtain  the  necessary  appropriations  for  implementation  of  the  adopted 
mitigation  measures  in  the  event  that  the  SFPUC  approves  implementation  of  a 
Management  Plan  action  or  set  of  actions  during  its  annual  budget  process.  No 
Management  Plan  action  will  be  authorized  by  the  SFPUC  over  the  life  of  the 
Management  Plan  without  the  approval  of  the  corresponding  funding  and  implementation 
of  required  mifigation  measures  identified  in  the  FEIR  and  any  subsequently  idenfified 
mitigation  measures  identified  by  Department  of  City  Planning  staff,  unless  subsequent 
project  level  environmental  analysis  determines  such  measures  are  unnecessary.  The 
SFPUC  finds  that,  based  upon  the  record  before  it,  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  for 
adoption  can  and  should  be  carried  out  by  the  named  bureaus  and  agencies  at  the 
appropriate  time. 

All  of  the  mitigafion  measures  discussed  in  the  FEIR  are  coded  and  attached 
hereto  as  Exhibit  1 .  In  the  text  of  these  findings,  mitigation  measures  adopted  by  the 
SFPUC  are  referenced  by  the  number  and  topic  in  Exhibit  1 .  Mitigation  measures  withm 
the  jurisdiction  of  other  agencies  are  similarly  referenced  together  with  an  indication  of 
the  appropriate  jurisdicfion.  Mitigation  measures  are  organized  by  subject  matter  in  the 
same  order  that  those  subjects  appear  in  the  FEIR.  For  a  descripfion  of  the  specific 
actions  needed  to  mitigate  a  particular  impact,  please  refer  to  FEIR  Table  II-l, 
Attachment  A. 

A.       Mitieation  Measures  Recommended  bv  the  SFPUC  for  Adoption  as 
Proposed  to  be  Implemented  by  SFPUC  Bureaus  and  Departments. 

1.  Geology  and  Soils.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.C- 
1-15) 

C.  1 .     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  to  geology  and  soils  through  increased 
soil  erosion,  as  shown  in  Table  III.C-2  of  the  FEIR,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  less-than-significant  levels  (see  Table  III.C-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  3). 

C.  2.     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  to  geology  and  soils  due  to  slope 
instability,  as  shown  in  Table  III.C-3  of  the  FEIR,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  less-than-significant  levels  (see  Table  III.C-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  4). 

2.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at 
FEIR  pages  III.D- 1-39). 

D.  1     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  fi-om  an  increase  in  public 
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access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-2,  ensure  that  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  5). 

D  2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  development  of  new 
facilities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-3,  ensure  that  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  6). 

D  3     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  watershed  operations 
and  maintenance  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-4,  ensure  that  all 
applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.D-4,  attached  as  Exhibit  7). 

D  4     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  increased  gravel  mining 
activity,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-5,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management 
Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-5,  attached  as 
Exhibit  8). 

D  4  a  Prior  to  approval  of  new  or  amended  surface  mining  permits  or  mining 
leases  for  expansion  of  mining  south  of  1-680,  an  independent  study  of 
Alameda  Creek  resources  shall  be  completed  by  a  qualified  expert  and 
approved  by  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Director  and  the  SFPUC 
Watershed  Manager.  The  study  shall  focus  on  potential  impacts  to 
groundwater  and  surface  water  hydrology  and  fish  and  wildlife  species  of 
special  status  concern  from  such  future  mining  and  shall  propose 
mitigation  measures  applicable  to  mining,  if  warranted,  to  avoid 
significant  impacts.  If  warranted,  such  measures  may  include 
establishment  of  barriers  to  prevent  adverse  changes  to  groundwater  or 
surface  water  hydrology  and  the  resources  supported  by  groundwater  and 
surface  water;  special  measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  steelhead  trout  (if 
established  in  Alameda  Creek)  or  other  fisheries  resources;  and  special 
measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  listed  species  dependent  on  Alameda  Creek 
for  its  riparian  habitat  or  use  as  a  migration  corridor.  All  feasible 
mitigation  measures  shall  be  incorporated  into  future  surface  mining 
permits,  conditions  of  approval  and  mining  leases.  The  SFPUC 
recommends  that  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Agency  implement  this 
measure  in  surface  mining  permits  for  mining  expansion  south  of  1-680. 
Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  junsdiction  of  Alameda 
County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.C. 

D  5     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  nursery  operations,  as 
shown  in  Table  III.D-6,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-6,  attached  as 
Exhibit  9). 
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D  6     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  expansion  of  golf  course 
uses,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-7,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management 
Plan' management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-7,  attached  as 
Exhibit  10). 

D  7     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  build  up  of  sediments,  as 
shown  in  Table  III.D-8,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-8,  attached  as 
Exhibit  11). 

3.       Natural  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.E-1-41). 

E.  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  Watershed 
operations,  maintenance,  and  construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table 
III.E-4,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions 
are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than 
significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-4,  attached  as  Exhibit  12). 

E  2      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  an  increase  in  public 
access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.E-5,  ensure  that  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-5, 
attached  as  Exhibit  13). 

E.3      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  an  increase  m 
invasive  plant  species,  as  shown  in  Table  III.E-6,  ensure  that  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-6, 
attached  as  Exhibit  14). 

E.4     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  improper 
administration  of  the  1 997  grazing  plan,  as  shown  in  Table  III.E-7,  ensure 
that  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented 
that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.E-7,  attached  as  Exhibit  1 5). 

E  5      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  mining  operations, 
as  shown  in  Table  III.E-8,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-8,  attached  as 
Exhibit  16). 
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E.5.a   In  new  leases  entitling  mining,  require  mining  and  reclamation  operations 
to  follow  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Survey  protocol  for  the  Alameda 
whipsnake  critical  habitat  designation.  Protocols  for  the  protection  of  the 
Alameda  whipsnake  have  not  yet  been  finalized.  However,  at  a  minimum, 
pre-construction  surveys  will  be  required,  and  will  involve  walking 
parallel  transects  25  to  50  feet  apart  across  the  entire  site.  If  found,  snakes 
would  be  released  into  appropriate  nearby  habitat.  The  area  of  disturbance 
in  any  mining  operation  within  designated  critical  habitat  will  be  enclosed 
in  snake-proof  fencing. 

E.5.b   For  proposed  mining  and  reclamation  operations  north  and  south  of  1-680, 
require  operators  to  have  surveys  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  within 
storage  pit  ponds  and  other  basins  that  store  v/ater  at  proposed  mining  and 
reclamation  areas  on  an  annual  basis.  Surveys  would  be  completed  for  all 
life  cycle  stages  of  the  California  red-legged  frog  (e.g.  egg  masses, 
tadpole,  juveniles,  adults)  and  California  tiger  salamander.  If  no 
California  red-legged  frogs  or  California  tiger  salamanders  are  detected 
during  these  surveys,  then  mining  operations  shall  continue  within  the 
survey  area.  If  adult  red-legged  frogs  or  tadpoles  or  California  tiger 
salamanders  are  found  within  specific  bodies  of  water  undergoing  mining 
or  reclamation,  mining  and  reclamation  shall  cease  in  the  specific  pit  or 
pond  or  other  basins  where  the  fi-ogs  and  salamanders  have  been  found. 
The  frogs  or  salamanders  would  immediately  be  moved  passively,  or 
captured  and  moved,  to  suitable  upstream  sites  by  a  biologist  with  the 
appropriate  permits.  Mining  and  reclamation  may  confinue  upon 
completion  of  the  work  by  the  biologist. 

E.5.C   Require  mining  operators  north  and  south  of  1-680  to  have  the  area 

surrounding  storage  pit  ponds  and  other  basins  that  store  water  routinely 
maintained  clear  of  vegetafion. 

E.5.d   Require  mining  operators  to  implement  mitigation  measure  D-3,  a-d  of  the 
Mission  Valley  Rock  Company  Surface  Mining  Permit  and  Reclamation 
Plan  SMP  32,  Final  Environmental  Impact  Report,  which  avoids  or 
minimizes  impacts  to  wildlife.  Mitigation  measures  b  and  c  shall  be 
applied  to  proposed  mining  and  reclamation  operations  south  of  1-680  as 
well.  These  measures  are  as  follows: 

a)  The  quarry  operator  should  incorporate  revised  landscaping  and 
buffering  plans  to  include  a  hay/grain  field  over  the  majority  of  the  buffer 
(approximately  100  acres),  with  the  possible  exception  of  the  1-680 
fi-ontage  and  the  landscape  berms  and  hillocks. 

b)  Winter  and  spring  surveys  would  be  conducted  to  confirm  or  deny 
the  presence  of  California  tiger  salamanders  and  burrowing  owls.  If  the 
species  are  present,  additional  off-site  habitat  should  be  preserved  and/or 
enhanced  at  a  1:1  rafio  (1  acre  preserved  for  1  acre  developed).  On-site 
habitat  would  include  the  project  setbacks  with  the  exception  of  the 
vineyard  north  of  1-680.  Off-site  habitat  would  be  identified  in 
coordination  with  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  (CDFG) 
and  the  SFPUC. 

c)  Preconstruction  surveys  for  burrowing  owls  should  be  conducted 
within  each  module  prior  to  each  state  of  topsoil  disturbance  and 
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overburden  removal  to  confirm  or  deny  the  presence  of  the  species.  If 
present,  the  species  may  be  moved  through  passive  relocation  per 
approved  CDFG  procedures.  This  would  include  creating  an  artificial 
burrow  complex  and  closing  off  each  pair's  den. 

4.  Air  Quality.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.F-1-17). 

F.  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  air  quality  from  an  increase  in 
construction  acfivities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.F-3,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.F-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  17). 

5.  Fire  Management.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.G-1-15). 

G.  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

resuh  in  significant  physical  effects  with  respect  to  fire  hazard  from 
reduction  of  existing  fuel  breaks,  as  shown  in  Table  III.G-1,  ensure  all 
applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.G-1,  attached  as  Exhibit  18). 

G.2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  fire  management  from  increased 
public  access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.G-2,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.G-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  19). 

G.3     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  fi-om  use  of  prescribed  bums,  as 
shown  in  Table  III.G-3,  ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.G-3,  attached  as 
Exhibit  20). 

6.  Cultural  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.H-1-18). 

H  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  cultural  resources  from  increased 
public  access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.H-2,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.H-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  21). 

H  2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  cultural  resources  from  operations, 
maintenance,  and  construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.H-3,  ensure 
all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.H-3,  attached  as  Exhibit  22). 
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H.2.a  Ensure  that  any  alteration  of  identified  historic  resources  takes  place  in 
accordance  with  the  Secretary  of  Interior's  Standards  for  Treatment  of 
Historic  Properties. 

H.  2.b  Prohibit  the  demolition  or  removal  of  historic  structures. 

7.  Aesthetics.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.I-l -13). 

I.  1       la  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  aesthetic  quality  through 
installation  of  new  facilities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.I-l,  ensure  all 
applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.I-l,  attached  as  Exhibit  23). 

1.2  In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  aesthetic  quality  through 
vegetation  clearing  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.I-2,  ensure  all 
applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.I-2,  attached  as  Exhibit  24). 

1.3  In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  aesthetic  quality  through  increased 
public  access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.I-3,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.I-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  25). 

8.  Transportation  and  Access.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR 
pages  III.J-1-7). 

J.  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  to  transportation  and  access  through 
development  of  Sunol  Valley  recreational  facilities,  as  shown  in  Table 
III.J-1,  ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are 
implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than 
significant  level  (see  Table  III.J-1,  attached  as  Exhibit  25 A). 

J.2      As  part  of  the  design  of  new  public  facilities,  include  a  parking  plan 
developed  in  coordination  with  Alameda  County  to  provide  sufficient 
parking  spaces  to  avoid  unacceptable  vehicle/pedestrian  hazard.  In 
addition,  the  SFPUC  will  monitor  the  area  surrounding  new  public 
facilities'  and  report  illegal  parking  to  the  Alameda  County  Sheriffs 
Department  for  enforcement.  Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  Alameda  County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.C. 

9.  Utilities  and  Public  Services.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR 
pages  III.K- 1-8). 

No  potentially  significant  or  significant  impacts  were  identified  in  the 
FEIR,  and  no  mitigation  is  required. 

10.  Noise.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.L-1-11). 


9. IS, 00  Final 


20 


N;\PUCW\JMILSTErWATSHEn\ALAFNDG  DOC 


L.l      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  noise  levels  through  SFPUC 
construction  activities.  Table  III.L-1,  ensure  all  applicable  Management 
Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.L-1,  attached  as 
Exhibit  25B). 

L.2      Limit  construction  activities  near  sensitive  receptors  to  the  hours  and  days 
specified  by  the  Alameda  County  General  Plan  Noise  Element  (generally 
between  9  a.m.  and  6  p.m.,  Monday-Friday). 

L.3      Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  select  staging 
areas  as  far  as  feasibly  possible  from  existing  sensitive  land  uses. 
Activities  within  these  staging  areas  shall  conform  to  the  time  limitations 
established  in  Mitigation  Measure  L.l,  above. 

L.4  Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  maintain  all 
construction  equipment  with  manufacturers'  specified  noise-muffling 
devices. 

L.5      Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  maintain  all 

stationary  noise-generating  construction  equipment  as  far  away  as  feasibly 
possible  from  sensitive  receptors  or  in  an  orientation  that  reduces 
minimizes  noise  impacts  (i.e.,  behind  existing  barriers  or  storage  piles, 
etc.). 

11.      Hazardous  Materials  and  Hazardous  Waste.  (See  setting  and  impacts 
analysis  at  FEIR  pages  lII.M.1-12). 

M.  1     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  from  construction-related  exposure  to 
hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste,  as  shown  in  Table  III.M-1, 
ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are 
implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  (see  Table  III.M-1, 
attached  as  Exhibit  26). 

M.2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  from  operations-related  exposure  to 
hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste,  as  shown  in  Table  III.M-2, 
ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are 
implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  (see  Table  III.M-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  27). 

M.2.a  Prior  to  any  significant  soil  disturbance  or  excavation  in  areas  with  a 
history  of  uses  that  could  have  generated  hazardous  wastes,  conduct  an 
analysis  of  the  soil  for  hazardous  wastes.  Where  hazardous  wastes  are 
found  in  excess  of  state  or  federal  standards,  submit  a  site  mitigation  plan 
and  worker  safety  plan  to  the  Alameda  County  or  Santa  Clara  County 
Department  of  Environmental  Health  for  approval.  Implement  the 
approved  site  mitigation  plan  and  worker  safety  plan  prior  to  site  grading 
or  other  soil  disturbance.  If  toxics  are  found  for  which  no  standards  are  ; 
established,  request  a  determination  from  the  Alameda  or  Santa  Clara 
County  Department  of  Environmental  Health  or  the  state  or  federal  agency 
with  jurisdiction  as  to  whether  site  mitigation  is  needed.  Because  this 
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measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Alameda  and/or  Santa  Clara 
County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.C. 

12.  Energy.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.N-1-3). 

No  potentially  significant  or  significant  impacts  were  identified  in  the 
FEIR,  and  no  mitigation  is  required. 

13.  Growth  Inducement.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  page 
III.O-l). 

No  potentially  significant  or  significant  impacts  were  identified  in  the 
FEIR,  and  no  mitigation  is  required. 

B.       Mitigation  Measures  Within  the  Jurisdiction  of  a  Non-City  Agency. 

D.4.a  Prior  to  approval  of  new  or  amended  surface  mining  permits  or  mining 
leases  for  expansion  of  mining  south  of  1-680,  an  independent  study  of 
Alameda  Creek  resources  shall  be  completed  by  a  qualified  expert  and 
approved  by  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Director  and  the  SFPUC 
Watershed  Manager.  The  study  shall  focus  on  potential  impacts  to 
groundwater  and  surface  water  hydrology  and  fish  and  wildlife  species  of 
special  status  concern  from  such  future  mining  and  shall  propose 
mitigation  measures  applicable  to  mining,  if  warranted,  to  avoid 
significant  impacts.  If  warranted,  such  measures  may  include 
establishment  of  barriers  to  prevent  adverse  changes  to  groundwater  or 
surface  water  hydrology  and  the  resources  supported  by  groundwater  and 
surface  water;  special  measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  steelhead  trout  (if 
established  in  Alameda  Creek)  or  other  fisheries  resources;  and  special 
measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  listed  species  dependent  on  Alameda  Creek 
for  its  riparian  habitat  or  use  as  a  migration  corridor.  All  feasible 
mitigation  measures  shall  be  incorporated  into  future  surface  mining 
permits,  conditions  of  approval  and  mining  leases.  The  SFPUC 
recommends  that  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Agency  implement  this 
measure  in  surface  mining  permits  for  mining  expansion  south  of  1-680. 
Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  Usted  under  Article  V.A. 

J.l      As  part  of  the  design  of  new  public  facilities,  include  a  parking  plan 
developed  in  coordination  with  Alameda  County  to  provide  sufficient 
parking  spaces  to  avoid  unacceptable  vehicle/pedestrian  hazard.  In 
addition,  the  SFPUC  will  monitor  the  area  surrounding  new  public 
facilities  and  report  illegal  parking  to  the  Alameda  County  Sheriffs 
Department  for  enforcement.  Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  Alameda  County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

M.2.a  Prior  to  any  significant  soil  disturbance  or  excavation  in  areas  with  a 
history  of  uses  that  could  have  generated  hazardous  wastes,  conduct  an 
analysis  of  the  soil  for  hazardous  wastes.  Where  hazardous  wastes  are 
found  in  excess  of  state  or  federal  standards,  submit  a  site  mitigafion  plan 
and  worker  safety  plan  to  the  Alameda  County  or  Santa  Clara  County  .' 
Department  ofEnvironmental  Health  for  approval.  Implement  the 
approved  site  mitigation  plan  and  worker  safety  plan  prior  to  site  grading 
or  other  soil  disturbance.  If  toxics  are  found  for  which  no  standards  are 
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established,  request  a  determination  from  the  Alameda  or  Santa  Clara 
County  Department  of  Environmental  Health  or  the  state  or  federal  agency 
with  jurisdiction  as  to  whether  site  mitigation  is  needed.  Because  this 
measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Alameda  and/or  Santa  Clara 
County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.  A. 

C.  Adoption  of  a  Mitigation  Monitoring  Program. 

The  SFPUC  hereby  adopts  a  Mitigation  Monitoring  Program  as  required 
by  Section  2 1 08 1 .6  of  the  Public  Resources  Code.  This  Mitigation 
Monitoring  Program  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  2  and  incorporated 
herein  by  reference.  The  purpose  of  this  Program  is  to  determine  the  stage 
at  which  each  of  the  adopted  mitigation  measures  must  be  imposed  in 
order  to  ensure  that  the  measure  is  carried  out  by  the  responsible  official 
or  entity. 

D.  Location  and  Custodian  of  Record. 

The  public  review  transcript,  a  copy  of  all  letters  regarding  the  FEIR 
received  during  the  public  review  period,  the  administrative  record,  and 
background  documentation  for  the  FEIR  are  located  at  the  Planning 
Department,  1660  Mission  Street,  San  Francisco.  The  Planning 
Department,  Dorothy  Jaymes,  is  the  custodian  of  record. 

VI.      SIGNIFICANT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS. 

For  implementation  of  many  proposed  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan 
policies  and  management  actions,  their  environmental  effects  are  analyzed  in  sufficient 
detail  to  allow  the  FEIR  to  fully  satisfy  CEQA.  For  example,  the  impacts  of  day-to-day 
management  activities  that  implement  the  Management  Plan  are  analyzed  in  the  FEIR 
and  will  generally  not  be  subject  to  further  environmental  review.  At  a  program-level,  all 
potential  significant  impacts  except  loss  of  prime  agricultural  land  (discussed  below) 
would  be  reduced  to  a  less  than  significant  level  with  the  implementation  of  the 
mitigation  measures  listed  in  Article  V  above. 

The  mitigation  measures  described  above  would  reduce  to  a  level  of 
insignificance  the  following  impacts,  as  described  in  the  referenced  FEIR  pages: 
Geology  and  Soils  (p.  IV-2);  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality  (pp.  IV-2-3);  Natural 
Resources  (pp.  rV-3-4);  Air  Quality  (p.  IV-4);  Fire  Management  (p.  IV-S);  Cultural 
Resources  (p.  IV-5);  Aesthetics  (p.  IV-6);  Transportation  and  Access  (p.  IV-6);  Noise  (P. 
rV-7);  and  Hazardous  Materials  and  Hazardous  Waste  (pp.  rV-7-8).  The  mitigation  • 
measures  identified  in  the  FEIR  would  not  avoid  or  reduce  to  a  level  of  insignificance  the 
following: 

Actions  proposed  in  the  Management  Plan  for  mining  north  of  1-680  would  take 
place  substantially  in  accordance  with  limits  and  mitigations  set  forth  in  Alameda 
County's  conditions  of  approval  for  Surface  Mining  Permit  (SMP)  32.  As  described  in 
the  SMP  32  EIR,  permitted  mining  under  SMP-32  would  bring  about  the  loss  of  140 
acres  of  prime  agricultural  lands.  The  EIR  for  SMP-32  found  this  loss  of  prime 
agricultural  land  to  be  an  unavoidable  significant  impact  of  that  project,  and 
implementafion  of  the  Management  Plan  would  include  approval  of  a  new  mining  lease  ." 
between  SFPUC  (as  land  owner)  and  the  mining  operator,  entitling  mining  that  would 
also  lead  to  the  unavoidable  significant  impact. 
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The  two  options  proposed  in  the  Management  Plan  for  mining  south  of  1-680 
would  require  amendments  to  existing  mining  permits  (SMP-24  and  SMP-30).  It  may 
reasonably  be  assumed  that  Alameda  County  would  apply  conditions  of  approval  to  the 
permit  modifications  consistent  with  those  applied  to  SMP-24,  SMP-30,  and  more  recent 
permits  such  as  SMP-32  that  mitigate  significant  effects  of  mining.  The  increase  in 
mining  depths  proposed  in  both  mining  options  (Management  Plan  Actions  sun2a.  and 
sunlh)  would  not  be  likely  to  result  in  impacts  beyond  levels  previously  analyzed  and 
mitigated  in  previous  environmental  documentation.  Expanding  the  mining  footprint 
within  the  leased  area,  proposed  under  Action  simla,  could  conflict  with  some  existing 
nursery  operations  in  the  valley.  However,  the  conflict  would  not  likely  be  significant 
due  to  the  extent  of  existing  adjacent  mining  activities  (including  gravel  processing  plants 
and  reclamation  pits).  Depending  on  the  location  and  amount  of  horizontal  expansion  of 
the  mining  footprint  proposed  under  Action  sunla,  a  significant  loss  of  prime  agricultural 
land  could  occur.  Amendment  of  the  existing  Surface  Mining  Permits  may  be  subject  to 
project-level  environmental  review  by  Alameda  County  to  examine  in  more  detail  the 
potential  for  significant  effects  and  to  identify  mitigation  measures  if  warranted  to  reduce 
or  avoid  significant  effects. 

VII.     STATEMENT  OF  OVERRIDING  CONSIDERATIONS. 

Notwithstanding  the  significant  effect  noted  above,  pursuant  to  CEQA  Section 
21081(b),  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative 
Code,  the  SFPUC  finds,  after  considering  the  FEIR,  that  specific  overriding  economic, 
legal,  social  and  other  considerations,  as  set  forth  below,  outweigh  the  identified 
significant  effect  on  the  environment  of  loss  of  140  acres  of  prime  agricultural  land.  In 
addition,  the  SFPUC  finds  that  those  Project  Alternatives  either  partially  or  totally 
rejected,  are  also  rejected  for  the  specific  economic,  social  or  other  considerations,  in  and 
of  themselves,  in  addition  to  the  specific  reasons  discussed  in  Article  IV  above. 

1 .  The  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Element  of  the  Alameda 
Watershed  Management  Plan  enables  the  SFPUC  to  maximize  revenues  from  mining 
lease  revenues  while  also  maximizing  the  future  water  storage  potential  of  the  completed 
quarry  pits.  The  SFPUC  requires  additional  water  storage  to  meet  forecasted  water 
demand  within  the  SFPUC  service  area.  The  additional  firm  yield  (storage)  provided  by 
the  preferred  mining  alternative  will  supply  approximately  10%  of  the  required  firm  yield 
of  71  million  gallons  per  day.  The  loss  of  agricultural  land  resulting  fi-om  mining  is 
offset  by  significant  benefits  to  over  2.5  million  customers  of  the  SFPUC  system  in  the 
form  of  increased  future  water  storage.  Development  of  quarry  reservoirs  in  the  Sunol 
Valley,  much  of  which  has  already  been  disturbed  from  mining,  is  environmentally 
preferable  to  locating  an  equivalent  volume  of  new  surface  water  storage  in  an 
undisturbed  area. 

2.  The  SFPUC  lacks  the  resources  to  devote  additional  water  to  agricultural 
use  given  the  shortage  of  water  for  domestic  and  industrial  use  in  the  SFPUC  service  area 
to  meet  existing  and  forecasted  demands.  The  140  acres  of  agricultural  land  at  the  SMP 
32  site  are  currently  used  primarily  for  hay  growing  and  a  small  vineyard.  If  the  land 
were  preserved  as  agricultural  in  character,  there  is  no  water  available  for  more  intensive 
agricultural  uses  suggested  by  plan  alternatives  (e.g.  organic  farming,  vineyards,  etc.) 
which  would  bring  in  additional  revenues  to  partially  offset  the  loss  of  mining  royalty 
revenue  to  the  SFPUC.  The  SFPUC  recently  informed  Alameda  County  that  it  had  no 
water  to  spare  to  fiirther  a  proposed  Sunol  Valley  Agricultural  Enhancement  zoning 
change  for  creation  of  20  acre  agricultural  parcels  for  vineyards  and  other  uses. 
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3.  The  completed  quarry  pits  will  function  as  water  storage  reservoirs  at  little 
additional  cost  to  SFPUC  ratepayers  at  a  time  when  new  surface  water  storage  costs 
approximately  $2,000  an  acre  foot  to  construct,  assuming  additional  storage  could  be 
constructed  in  the  face  of  increasingly  stringent  environmental  protection  laws.  The 
proposed  16,000  acre  foot  reservoir  north  of  1-680  created  by  the  preferred  mining 
alternative  will  have  an  asset  value  of  $32  million  upon  completion,  in  addition  to  the 
millions  of  dollars  in  royalty  revenues  generated  over  the  life  of  the  mining  lease.  These 
mining  revenues  are  considered  non-operating  revenue  under  the  SFPUC's  1984  contract 
with  its  suburban  wholesale  water  customers,  and  non-operating  revenues  can  be  devoted 
to  projects  that  solely  benefit  San  Francisco  ratepayers.  Mining  and  other  lease  revenues 
are  available  to  offset  the  cost  of  water  system  maintenance  and  development  in  San 
Francisco  at  a  time  when  the  SFPUC  projects  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  in  capital 
expenditures  for  maintenance  and  reliability  purposes. 

4.  The  preferred  mining  alternative  incorporates  Alameda  County's  SMP  32 
conditions  of  approval  for  the  relocation  of  the  existing  vineyard  on  the  site,  and  provides 
fiirther  opportunities  for  public  access  and  recreation  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Sunol  Temple. 
The  SFPUC  in  addition  has  other  lands  available  which  could  be  used  for  agriculture 
which  do  not  have  significant  aggregate  resources,  assuming  a  source  of  water  could  be 
found  to  irrigate  these  lands. 

5.  The  proposed  expansion  of  mining  south  of  1-680  will  occur  adjacent  to 
existing  quarry  pits  in  previously  disturbed  areas.  Continued  mining  in  Sunol  Valley  will 
potentially  defer  the  start  of  mining  at  the  permitted  Apperson  Ridge  Quarry  in  the  San 
Antonio  Watershed,  which  could  have  major  environmental  impacts  on  natural  resources 
and  water  quality  of  the  primary  watershed  above  San  Antonio  Reservoir. 

6.  The  SFPUC's  selection  of  an  Alameda  Watershed  Management  Plan 
preferred  alternative  involved  a  balancing  of  the  Plan's  primary  and  secondary  goals  in 
order  to  achieve  the  sought  after  environmental  benefits  of  implementing  the  plan  while 
addressing  other  considerations  -  legal,  social,  environmental,  economic,  and  technical  - 
that  have  a  bearing  on  the  SFPUC's  management  of  the  Alameda  Watershed.  The 
SFPUC  finds  that  the  preferred  Watershed  Management  Plan  alternative,  and  the 
preferred  Sunol  Valley  Resources  Management  Plan  alternative,  best  address  the 
realization  of  the  Plan's  primary  and  secondary  goals  in  a  fashion  consistent  with  prudent 
utility  system  management. 

Having  considered  these  Project  benefits,  including  the  benefits  discussed  in 
Article  IV.  A  through  C,  the  SFPUC  finds  that  the  benefits  of  the  Project  outweigh  the 
unavoidable  adverse  environmental  effects,  and  that  the  adverse  environmental  effects 
are  therefore  acceptable. 
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EXHIBIT  1 
LIST  OF  MITIGATION  MEASURES 

A.      Mitigation  Measures  Recommended  by  the  SFPUC  for  Adoption  as 
Proposed  to  be  Implemented  by  SFPUC  Bureaus  and  Departments. 

1.  Geology  and  Soils.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.C- 
1-15) 

C.l .     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  to  geology  and  soils  through  increased 
soil  erosion,  as  shown  in  Table  III.C-2  of  the  FEIR,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  less-than-significant  levels  (see  Table  III.C-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  3). 

C.  2.     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  to  geology  and  soils  due  to  slope 
instability,  as  shown  in  Table  III.C-3  of  the  FEIR,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  less-than-significant  levels  (see  Table  III.C-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  4). 

2.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at 
FEIR  pages  III.D-1-39). 

D.  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  an  increase  in  public 
access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-2,  ensure  that  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  5). 

D.2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  development  of  new 
facilities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-3,  ensure  that  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  6). 

D.3     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  watershed  operations 
and  maintenance  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-4,  ensure  that  all 
applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.D-4,  attached  as  Exhibit  7). 

D.4     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  increased  gravel  mining 
activity,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-5,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management 
Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-5,  attached  as 
Exhibit  8). 
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D.4.a  Prior  to  approval  of  new  or  amended  surface  mining  permits  or  mining 
leases  for  expansion  of  mining  south  of  1-680,  an  independent  study  of 
Alameda  Creek  resources  shall  be  completed  by  a  qualified  expert  and 
approved  by  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Director  and  the  SFPUC 
Watershed  Manager.  The  study  shall  focus  on  potential  impacts  to 
groundwater  and  surface  water  hydrology  and  fish  and  wildlife  species  of 
special  status  concern  from  such  future  mining  and  shall  propose 
mitigation  measures  applicable  to  mining,  if  warranted,  to  avoid 
significant  impacts.  If  warranted,  such  measures  may  include 
establishment  of  barriers  to  prevent  adverse  changes  to  groundwater  or 
surface  water  hydrology  and  the  resources  supported  by  groundwater  and 
surface  water;  special  measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  steelhead  trout  (if 
established  in  Alameda  Creek)  or  other  fisheries  resources;  and  special 
measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  listed  species  dependent  on  Alameda  Creek 
for  its  riparian  habitat  or  use  as  a  migration  corridor.  All  feasible 
mitigation  measures  shall  be  incorporated  into  fiature  surface  mining 
permits,  conditions  of  approval  and  mining  leases.  The  SFPUC 
recommends  that  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Agency  implement  this 
measure  in  surface  mining  permits  for  mining  expansion  south  of  1-680. 
Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Alameda 
County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.C. 

D.5      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  fi-om  nursery  operations,  as 
shown  in  Table  III.D-6,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-6,  attached  as 
Exhibit  9). 

D.6     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  expansion  of  golf  course 
uses,  as  shown  in  Table  III.D-7,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management 
Plan  management  acfions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-7,  attached  as 
Exhibit  10). 

D.  7     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  water  quality  from  build  up  of  sediments,  as 
shown  in  Table  III.D-8,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.D-8,  attached  as 
-     Exhibit  11). 

3.       Natural  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.E-1-41). 

E.  l      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  Watershed 
operations,  maintenance,  and  construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table 
III.E-4,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  acfions 
are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than 
significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-4,  attached  as  Exhibit  12). 
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E.2      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  an  increase  in  public 
access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.E-5,  ensure  that  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-5, 
attached  as  Exhibit  13). 

E.3      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  an  increase  in 
invasive  plant  species,  as  shown  in  Table  III.E-6,  ensure  that  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-6, 
attached  as  Exhibit  14). 

E.4      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 
significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  improper 
administration  of  the  1997  grazing  plan,  as  shown  in  Table  III.E-7,  ensure 
that  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented 
that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.E-7,  attached  as  Exhibit  15). 

E.5      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  action  that  could  result  in 

significant  physical  effects  on  natural  resources  from  mining  operations, 
as  shown  in  Table  III.E-8,  ensure  that  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than, significant  level  (see  Table  III.E-8,  attached  as 
Exhibit  16). 

E.5. a   In  new  leases  entitling  mining,  require  mining  and  reclamation  operations 
to  follow  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Survey  protocol  for  the  Alameda 
whipsnake  critical  habitat  designation.  Protocols  for  the  protection  of  the 
Alameda  whipsnake  have  not  yet  been  finalized.  However,  at  a  minimum, 
pre-construction  surveys  will  be  required,  and  will  involve  walking 
parallel  transects  25  to  50  feet  apart  across  the  entire  site.  If  found,  snakes 
would  be  released  into  appropriate  nearby  habitat.  The  area  of  disturbance 
in  any  mining  operation  within  designated  critical  habitat  will  be  enclosed 
in  snake-proof  fencing. 

E.5.b   For  proposed  mining  and  reclamation  operations  north  and  south  of  1-680, 
require  operators  to  have  surveys  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  within 
storage  pit  ponds  and  other  basins  that  store  water  at  proposed  mining  and 
reclamation  areas  on  an  annual  basis.  Surveys  would  be  completed  for  all 
life  cycle  stages  of  the  California  red-legged  frog  (e.g.  egg  masses, 
tadpole,  juveniles,  adults)  and  California  tiger  salamander.  If  no 
California  red-legged  frogs  or  California  tiger  salamanders  are  detected 
during  these  surveys,  then  mining  operations  shall  continue  within  the 
survey  area.  If  adult  red-legged  frogs  or  tadpoles  or  California  tiger 
salamanders  are  found  within  specific  bodies  of  water  undergoing  mining 
or  reclamaUon,  mining  and  reclamation  shall  cease  in  the  specific  pit  or 
pond  or  other  basins  where  the  frogs  and  salamanders  have  been  found. 
The  frogs  or  salamanders  would  immediately  be  moved  passively,  or 
captured  and  moved,  to  suitable  upstream  sites  by  a  biologist  with  the 
appropriate  permits.  Mining  and  reclamation  may  continue  upon 
completion  of  the  work  by  the  biologist. 
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E.5.C    Require  mining  operators  north  and  south  of  1-680  to  have  the  area 

surrounding  storage  pit  ponds  and  other  basins  that  store  water  routinely 
maintained  clear  of  vegetation. 

E.  5.d   Require  mining  operators  to  implement  mitigation  measure  D-3,  a-d  of  the 

Mission  Valley  Rock  Company  Surface  Mining  Permit  and  Reclamation 
Plan  SMP  32,  Final  Environmental  hnpact  Report,  which  avoids  or 
minimizes  impacts  to  wildlife.  Mitigation  measures  b  and  c  shall  be 
applied  to  proposed  mining  and  reclamation  operations  south  of  1-680  as 
well.  These  measures  are  as  follows: 

a)  The  quarry  operator  should  incorporate  revised  landscaping  and 
buffering  plans  to  include  a  hay/grain  field  over  the  majority  of  the  buffer 
(approximately  100  acres),  with  the  possible  exception  of  the  1-680 
frontage  and  the  landscape  berms  and  hillocks. 

b)  Winter  and  spring  surveys  would  be  conducted  to  confirm  or  deny 
the  presence  of  California  tiger  salamanders  and  burrowing  owls.  If  the 
species  are  present,  additional  off-site  habitat  should  be  preserved  and/or 
enhanced  at  a  1:1  ratio  (1  acre  preserved  for  1  acre  developed).  On-site 
habitat  would  include  the  project  setbacks  with  the  exception  of  the 
vineyard  north  of  1-680.  Off-site  habitat  would  be  identified  in 
coordination  with  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  (CDFG) 
and  the  SFPUC. 

c)  Preconstruction  surveys  for  burrowing  owls  should  be  conducted 
within  each  module  prior  to  each  state  of  topsoil  disturbance  and 
overburden  removal  to  confirm  or  deny  the  presence  of  the  species.  If 
present,  the  species  may  be  moved  through  passive  relocation  per 
approved  CDFG  procedures.  This  would  include  creating  an  artificial 
burrow  complex  and  closing  off  each  pair's  den. 

4.  Air  Quality.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.F-1-17). 

F.  l      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  air  quality  fi-om  an  increase  in 
construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.F-3,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.F-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  17). 

5.  Fire  Management.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.G-1-15). 

G.  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  with  respect  to  fire  hazard  from 
reduction  of  existing  fuel  breaks,  as  shown  in  Table  III.G-1,  ensure  all 
applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.G-1,  attached  as  Exhibit  18). 

G.2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  fire  management  fi-om  increased 
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public  access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.G-2,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.G-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  19). 

G.  3     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  from  use  of  prescribed  bums,  as 
shown  in  Table  III.G-3,  ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan 
management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the 
impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.G-3,  attached  as 
Exhibit  20). 

6.  Cultural  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
III.H-1-18). 

H.  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  cultural  resources  from  increased 
public  access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III.H-2,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.H-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  21). 

H.2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  cultural  resources  from  operations, 
maintenance,  and  construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.H-3,  ensure 
all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.H-3,  attached  as  Exhibit  22). 

H.2. a  Ensure  that  any  alteration  of  identified  historic  resources  takes  place  in 
accordance  with  the  Secretary  of  Interior's  Standards  for  Treatment  of 
Historic  Properties. 

H.  2.b  Prohibit  the  demolition  or  removal  of  historic  structures. 

7.  Aesthetics.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III. 1-1-13). 

LI       In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  aesthetic  quality  through 
installation  of  new  facilities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.I-l,  ensure  all 
applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.I-l,  attached  as  Exhibit  23). 

I.  2      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  aesthetic  quality  through 
vegetation  clearing  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  IE. 1-2,  ensure  all 
applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that 
are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see 
Table  III.I-2,  attached  as  Exhibit  24). 

1.3      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  aesthetic  quality  through  increased 
public  access  and  use,  as  shown  in  Table  III. 1-3,  ensure  all  applicable 
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Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.I-3, 
attached  as  Exhibit  25). 

8.  Transportation  and  Access.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR 
pages  III.J-1-7). 

J.l      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  to  transportation  and  access  through 
development  of  Sunol  Valley  recreational  facilities,  as  shown  in  Table 
III.J-1,  ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are 
implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than 
significant  level  (see  Table  III.J-1,  attached  as  Exhibit  25 A). 

J. 2      As  part  of  the  design  of  new  public  facilities,  include  a  parking  plan 
developed  in  coordination  with  Alameda  County  to  provide  sufficient 
parking  spaces  to  avoid  unacceptable  vehicle/pedestrian  hazard.  In 
addition,  the  SFPUC  will  monitor  the  area  surrounding  new  public 
facilities  and  report  illegal  parking  to  the  Alameda  County  Sheriffs 
Department  for  enforcement.  Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  Alameda  County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.C. 

9.  Utilities  and  Public  Services.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR 
pages  III.K-1-8). 

No  potentially  significant  or  significant  impacts  were  identified  in  the 
FEIR,  and  no  mitigation  is  required. 

10.  Noise.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.L-1-1 1). 

L.  1      In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  on  noise  levels  through  SFPUC 
construction  activities,  as  shown  in  Table  III.L-1,  ensure  all  applicable 
Management  Plan  management  actions  are  implemented  that  are  necessary 
to  reduce  the  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  (see  Table  III.L-1, 
attached  as  Exhibit  25B). 

L.2      Limit  construction  activities  near  sensitive  receptors  to  the  hours  and  days 
specified  by  the  Alameda  County  General  Plan  Noise  Element  (generally 
between  9  a.m.  and  6  p.m.,  Monday-Friday). 

L.3      Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  select  staging 
areas  as  far  as  feasibly  possible  from  existing  sensitive  land  uses. 
Activities  within  these  staging  areas  shall  conform  to  the  time  limitations 
established  in  Mitigation  Measure  L.l,  above. 

L.4  Require  in  construction  specifications  that  the  contractor  maintain  all 
construction  equipment  with  manufacturers'  specified  noise-muffling 
devices. 

L.5      Require  in  construction  specificafions  that  the  contractor  maintain  all 

stationary  noise-generating  construction  equipment  as  far  away  as  feasibly 
possible  fi"om  sensitive  receptors  or  in  an  orientation  that  reduces 
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minimizes  noise  impacts  (i.e.,  behind  existing  barriers  or  storage  piles, 
etc.). 

11.  Hazardous  Materials  and  Hazardous  Waste.  (See  setting  and  impacts 
analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.M.1-12). 

M.  1     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 

result  in  significant  physical  effects  from  construction-related  exposure  to 
hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste,  as  shown  in  Table  III.M-1, 
ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are 
implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  (see  Table  III.M-1, 
attached  as  Exhibit  26). 

M.2     In  implementing  any  Management  Plan  management  action  that  could 
result  in  significant  physical  effects  from  operations-related  exposure  to 
hazardous  materials  and  hazardous  waste,  as  shown  in  Table  III.M-2, 
ensure  all  applicable  Management  Plan  management  actions  are 
implemented  that  are  necessary  to  reduce  the  impact  (see  Table  III.M-2, 
attached  as  Exhibit  27). 

M.2. a  Prior  to  any  significant  soil  disturbance  or  excavation  in  areas  with  a 
history  of  uses  that  could  have  generated  hazardous  wastes,  conduct  an 
analysis  of  the  soil  for  hazardous  wastes.  Where  hazardous  wastes  are 
found  in  excess  of  state  or  federal  standards,  submit  a  site  mitigation  plan 
and  worker  safety  plan  to  the  Alameda  County  or  Santa  Clara  County 
Department  of  Environmental  Health  for  approval.  Implement  the 
approved  site  mitigation  plan  and  worker  safety  plan  prior  to  site  grading 
or  other  soil  disturbance.  If  toxics  are  found  for  which  no  standards  are 
established,  request  a  determination  from  the  Alameda  or  Santa  Clara 
County  Department  of  Environmental  Health  or  the  state  or  federal  agency 
with  jurisdiction  as  to  whether  site  mitigation  is  needed.  Because  this 
measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Alameda  and/or  Santa  Clara 
County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.C. 

12.  Energy.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  III.N-1-3). 

No  potentially  significant  or  significant  impacts  were  identified  in  the 
FEIR,  and  no  mitigation  is  required. 

13.  Growth  Inducement.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  page 
III.O-l). 

No  potentially  significant  or  significant  impacts  were  identified  in  the 
FEIR,  and  no  mitigation  is  required. 

B.       Mitigation  Measures  Within  the  Jurisdiction  of  a  Non-City  Agency. 

D.4.a  Prior  to  approval  of  new  or  amended  surface  mining  permits  or  mining 
leases  for  expansion  of  mining  south  of  1-680,  an  independent  study  of 
Alameda  Creek  resources  shall  be  completed  by  a  qualified  expert  and 
approved  by  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Director  and  the  SFPUC 
Watershed  Manager.  The  study  shall  focus  on  potential  impacts  to 
groundwater  and  surface  water  hydrology  and  fish  and  wildlife  species  of 
special  status  concern  from  such  future  mining  and  shall  propose 
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mitigation  measures  applicable  to  mining,  if  warranted,  to  avoid 
significant  impacts.  If  warranted,  such  measures  may  include 
establishment  of  barriers  to  prevent  adverse  changes  to  groundwater  or 
surface  water  hydrology  and  the  resources  supported  by  groundwater  and 
surface  water;  special  measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  steelhead  trout  (if 
established  in  Alameda  Creek)  or  other  fisheries  resources;  and  special 
measures  to  avoid  impacts  to  listed  species  dependent  on  Alameda  Creek 
for  its  riparian  habitat  or  use  as  a  migration  corridor.  All  feasible 
mitigation  measures  shall  be  incorporated  into  future  surface  mining 
permits,  conditions  of  approval  and  mining  leases.  The  SFPUC 
recommends  that  the  Alameda  County  Planning  Agency  implement  this 
measure  in  surface  mining  permits  for  mining  expansion  south  of  1-680. 
Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.  A. 

J.l      As  part  of  the  design  of  new  public  facilities,  include  a  parking  plan 
developed  in  coordination  with  Alameda  County  to  provide  sufficient 
parking  spaces  to  avoid  unacceptable  vehicle/pedestrian  hazard,  hi 
addition,  the  SFPUC  will  monitor  the  area  surrounding  new  public 
facilities  and  report  illegal  parking  to  the  Alameda  County  Sheriffs 
Department  for  enforcement.  Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  Alameda  County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

M.2.a  Prior  to  any  significant  soil  disturbance  or  excavation  in  areas  with  a 
history  of  uses  that  could  have  generated  hazardous  wastes,  conduct  an 
analysis  of  the  soil  for  hazardous  wastes.  Where  hazardous  wastes  are 
found  in  excess  of  state  or  federal  standards,  submit  a  site  mitigation  plan 
and  worker  safety  plan  to  the  Alameda  County  or  Santa  Clara  County 
Department  of  Environmental  Health  for  approval.  Implement  the 
approved  site  mitigation  plan  and  worker  safety  plan  prior  to  site  grading 
or  other  soil  disturbance.  If  toxics  are  found  for  which  no  standards  are 
established,  request  a  determination  from  the  Alameda  or  Santa  Clara 
County  Department  of  Environmental  Health  or  the  state  or  federal  agency 
with  jurisdiction  as  to  whether  site  mitigation  is  needed.  Because  this 
measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  Alameda  and/or  Santa  Clara 
County,  it  is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0231 


WHEREAS,  on  August  24,  1999,  per  Resolution  No.  99-0228,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-253,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digester  Complex  and  Gas  Holder  Coatings 
Rehabilitation,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to  implement  improvements  to  the 
wastewater  facilities  at  the  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  February  19,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  one  (1)  bid  was  received  and  opened  publicly  on  March  30,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications  and 
responsiveness  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Jeffco  Painting  &  Coating,  Inc.  as  the  sole 
qualified,  responsive  and  responsible  bidder  with  a  bid  of  $282,221;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  the  contract  is  $179,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  contract  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund 
under  Job  Order  No.  1774N  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRR00240);  and 

WHEREAS,  an  HRC  subcontracting  goal  of  15%  combined  MBE/WBE  participation  has 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-253,  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Digester  Complex  and  Gas 
Holder  Coatings  Rehabilitation,  in  the  amount  of  $282,221  to  the  sole  qualified,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  Jeffco  Painting  and  Coating,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  SEP  2  6  2000   ,7  ^  


Secretary,  Pu, 


'ic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0232 


WHEREAS,  on  July  27,  1999,  per  Resolution  No.  99-0208,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2294, 
Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  -  Erosion  and  Miscellaneous  Repairs,  to  Gordon  Ball, 
Inc./Mendelian  Construction,  Inc.  (AJV);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  September  1 9,  1 999;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  for  $385,000  and  the  duration  was  150 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  is  being  issued  in  the  debit  amount  of  $61,404,  increases 
the  total  contract  amount  to  $446,404,  and  extends  the  contract  duration  by  255  calendar  days  to 
for  a  total  of  405  days  accommodate  the  remaining  work;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  estimate  for  this  contract  modification  is  $61,404;  and 

WHEREAS,  to  accommodate  this  modification,  funds  shall  be  transferred  from  Project 
CUW228  -  Watershed  roads  Reconstruction,  to  CUW130  -  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  - 
Erosion  and  Miscellaneous  Repairs;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  19%  MBE  and  4%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  that  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2294  to  be  categorically 
exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  approves  Modification  No.  1  to  increase  the  contract 
amount  by  $61,404  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2294,  Alameda 
Creek  Diversion  Dam  -  Erosion  and  Miscellaneous  Repairs,  and  extends  the  contract  completion 
by  255  calendar  days;  and,  be  it  further 
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RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  approves  the  transfer  of  funds  in  the  amount  of 
$80,000  from  Project  CUW228  -  Watershed  Roads  Reconstruction,  to  Project  CUW130  - 
Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam,  to  fiind  this  modification. 
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/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of     September  26,  2000 


Sec/etary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Water 

Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  &  Power 

CLEAN  Water 


Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr. 
MAYOR 

MINUTES 

SPECIAL  MEETING 

October  3,  2000 
12:00  NOON 
City  Hall,  Room  408 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 


COMMISSIONERS 

E.  Dennis  Normandy,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
Frank  L.  Cook 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Ashok  Kumar  Bhatt 


BUREAUS 

Commercial  Land  Management 
Customer  Service 

Environmental  Regulation  and  Management 
Finance 

Information  Technology  Services 
Personnel  and  Training 
Strategic  and  Systems  Planning 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
Water  Quality 

John  P.  Mullane,  Jr. 
GENERAL  MANAGER 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
SECRETARY 


DEPARTMENTS 

Water  Department 

City  Distribution  Division 
Water  Supply  &  Treatment 

Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power 

Clean  Water  Program 

Water  Pollution  Control 


For  information  contact  the  Connmlssion  Secretary  at  554-31 65 
Minutes  and  other  Information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/puc 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1 .    Call  to  Order: 


12:06  P.M. 


2. 


Roll  Call: 


Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Vice  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  Frank  L.  Cook, 
Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen 


Excused  -    Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 


3. 


Public  Comments 


There  were  none. 


PROFESSIONAL  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 


Award 


4.     Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  a  Financial  Advisory  Services  Contract. 
(Continued  from  the  meeting  of  September  26,  2000). 

William  Berry,  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Finance  &  Administration,  reported 
that  staff  received  three  proposals  for  the  contract.  Staff  recommended  that  the 
contract  be  awarded  to  Montague/DeRose-Kitahata  for  two  years  for  $250,000  as 
recommended  by  the  Commission  plus  additional  compensation  for  any  work 
directly  related  to  issuing  bonds.  Staff  also  recommended  renewal  of  the  contract 
on  an  annual  basis. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  what  fees  would  be  paid  to  the  contractor  should 
they  sell  bonds.  Phil  Arnold  of  the  Bureau  of  Finance  replied  that  the  contract 
provides  a  maximum  fee  of  $75,000  for  issuance  of  new  bonds  based  on  the 
number  of  hours  spent  by  the  financial  team.  For  refunding  or  restructuring  of 
debts,  the  fee  range  is  between  $70,000  and  $95,000  for  each  issuance.  The 
Mayor's  Office  of  Public  Finance  concurred  with  the  proposed  fee,  as  it  is 
comparable  to  the  fees  that  they  pay. 

Commissioner  Makras  questioned  why  the  additional  work  was  not  addressed  in 
the  RFP.  Mr.  Berry  explained  that  the  contractor  would  not  be  selling  bonds.  They 
would  be  providing  consulting  services  and  helping  the  SFPUC  structure  the  actual 
bonds  and  transactions.  Bonds  would  be  sold  to  underwriting  firms  and  they  will 
be  compensated  through  that  transaction. 

Commissioner  Makras  commented  that  there  is  conflict  when  financial  advisory 
services  and  debt  issuance  are  put  together  in  one  contract.  Mr.  Berry  responded 
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that  there  would  be  no  conflict.  It  is  typical  to  have  the  same  firm  providing 
financial  advice  as  well  as  preparing  documentations  for  debt  issuance.  With 
regard  to  fees,  the  financial  advisor  would  be  paid  $250,000  for  general  financial 
advisory  services.  They  will  be  compensated  an  additional  fee  when  they  perform 
special  transactions  for  debt  issuance  depending  on  the  number  of  transactions 
they  do  and  the  amount  of  work  they  spend  on  each  transaction. 

Commissioner  Makras  expressed  concerns  about  not  having  a  cap  on  revenue  for 
issuing  debt.  Commissioner  Cook  expressed  the  same  concerns.  Mr.  Berry 
assured  the  Commission  that  they  would  have  opportunity  to  approve  each  specific 
transaction. 

Commissioner  Caen  pointed  out  the  need  to  hire  a  financial  advisor  and  the  fact 
that  it  is  unknown  how  much  debt  we  are  going  to  issue.  She  commented  that  the 
item  was  straightforward  and  she  does  not  see  any  other  way  of  structuring  it. 
Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  the  agenda  item  could  have  clearly  stated  the 
cost  of  professional  services  and  the  revenue  for  issued  debts  or  refinancing.  The 
bids  could  have  been  more  competitive  if  the  proposers  knew  the  total  contract 
amount  and  the  scope  of  work.  Commissioner  Caen  noted  that  putting  a  cap  on  it 
would  prevent  us  from  issuing  other  debt.  Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  the 
contract  could  be  amended  to  continue  their  services  if  necessary. 

John  P.  Mullane,  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  suggested  providing  a  cap  on 
the  issued  debt  income  with  the  understanding  that  staff  could  return  and  ask 
approval  for  extension  depending  on  the  debt  amount  that  is  going  to  be  issued. 

President  Normandy  inquired  as  to  the  urgency  of  the  contract.  He  suggested 
moving  forward  with  staff's  recommendation  without  a  cap  on  debt  issuance 
revenue  and  that  the  Commission  will  review  each  transaction  and  decide  on  the 
fees  to  be  awarded  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 

Mr.  Berry  spoke  to  the  urgency  of  approving  the  item.  He  said  the  services  of  the 
financial  advisor  is  needed  in  preparing  the  Long-Range  Financial  Plan  which  is 
due  to  the  Commission  in  November  along  with  the  Capital  Improvement  Program. 
With  regard  to  the  structure  of  the  contract,  he  suggested  a  two-year  term  which 
would  spell  out  the  terms  and  conditions  on  general  advisory  services  and  on  any 
transaction.  The  contract  as  structured  now  is  based  on  how  much  would  be 
charged  for  any  type  of  work.  If  that  language  were  removed,  we  would  have  to  go 
through  a  whole  contract  process  every  time  we  issue  bonds.  He  suggested 
amending  the  resolution  to  provide  that  the  Commission  will  approve  the  amount  of 
payment  to  the  financial  advisor  in  connection  with  each  transaction  or  establish  a 
cap. 

President  Normandy  commented  that  given  the  urgency  of  the  item  he  would 
recommend  adopting  the  resolution  as  presented  and  having  the  Commission 
review  the  individual  transaction  on  a  case-by-case  basis  rather  than  establishing 
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caps.  Commissioner  Makras  disagreed  to  the  case-by-case  review,  as  he  believed 
that  does  not  give  the  Commission  latitude.  He  reiterated  his  concern  that  the 
agenda  item  was  unclear  as  to  whether  the  rates  for  bond  issuance  was  beneficial 
to  the  SFPUC.  There  were  no  rate  sheets  submitted  with  the  item.  Mr.  Berry 
explained  that  the  bidders  were  asked  to  include  hourly  rates  for  each  class  of 
employees.  The  rates  would  be  the  same  for  all  types  of  transactions  and  the  only 
difference  is  the  amount  of  work  required  for  each  transaction. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  he  would  support  the  agenda  item.  He 
requested  staff  to  provide  detailed  information  on  billings  from  the  consultant  for 
the  first  year  so  that  he  could  review  its  performance  and  specifics  of  the  rates  and 
charges. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  continuation  of  the  contract  to  two  years  would  be 
predicated  on  the  Commission's  review  of  the  details  of  the  contract  in  the  first 
year. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0233:     Authorize  the  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Finance 

and  Administration  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  two- 
year  contract  with  Montague/DeRose  and  Associates- 
Kitahata  and  Company  to  provide  financial  advisory 
services,  at  a  cost  not-to-exceed  $250,000. 

CLOSED  SESSION 


5.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  no  public  comments. 

6.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  met  in  Closed  Session  at  12:37  P.M.  to  discuss  the 
following: 
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7.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(b)(3)(A): 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Defendant 

Regarding  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract 
Disputes. 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  Assistant  General 
Manager  for  Finance  and  Administration  William  Berry,  Acting  Hetch  Hetchy 
General  Manager  Laurie  Park,  Deputy  City  Attorney  Theresa  Mueller,  and  Bureau 
of  Strategic  and  Systems  Planning  Manager  Michael  Carlin. 

No  action  was  taken. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session  at  2:00 
P.M. 

8.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  no  action  was  taken  on  Item  7. 

9.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  not  to  disclose 
the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  2:03  P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0233 


WHEREAS,  on  July  25,  2000,  the  Commission  approved  an  RFP  for  financial  advisory 
services;  and 

WHEREAS,  three  proposals  were  received  in  response  to  this  RFP;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  top  scoring  firm  was  Montague/DeRose  and  Associates  -  Kitahata  and 
Company;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  authorizes  the  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Finance 
and  Administration  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  two-year  contract  with  the  joint- venture  of 
Montague/DeRose  and  Associates  -  Kitahata  and  Company  to  provide  financial  advisory 
services  for  a  cost  not-to-exceed  $250,000  (not  including  fees  payable  from  debt  proceeds);  and 
be  it  futher 

RESOLVED,  that  the  financial  advisory  services  contract  shall  contain  an  annual  renewal 
option  subject  to  future  approval  by  the  Commission. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  OCT    3  ZQf 


Secretatif,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Water 

Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  &  Power 

CLEAN  Water 


Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr. 
MAYOR 

MINUTES 

REGULAR  MEETING 

October  10,  2000 
1:30  P.M. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 


COMMISSIONERS 

E.  Dennis  Normandy,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
Frank  L.  Cook 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Ashok  Kumar  Bhatt 


BUREAUS 

Commercial  Land  Management 
Customer  Service 

Environmental  Regulation  and  Management 
Finance 

Information  Technology  Services 
Personnel  and  Training 
Strategic  and  Systems  Planning 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
Water  Quality 

John  P.  Mullane,  Jr. 
GENERAL  MANAGER 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
SECRETARY 


DEPARTMENTS 

Water  Department 

City  Distribution  Division 
Water  Supply  &  Treatment 

Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power 

Clean  Water  Program 

Water  Pollution  Control 


For  information  contact  tlie  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/puc 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1. 


Call  to  Order: 


1:35  P.M. 


2. 


Roll  Call: 


Present  -  President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Commissioner 
Frank  L.  Cook,  Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen 


Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras  arrived  at  2:00  P.M. 


Excused  -    Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 


3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  August  22,  2000  as  amended,  the  Minutes  of 
the  Regular  Meeting  of  September  12,  2000,  and  the  Minutes  of  the  Special 
Meeting  of  September  19,  2000;  passed  (3-0)  unanimously. 

4.  Communications 

No  action  was  taken. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Caen  referred  to  a  letter  from  Mary  Burns  of  San  Mateo  County 
Recreation  and  Parks,  concerning  the  Crystal  Springs  Trail  project  funding.  She 
asked  whether  the  amount  indicated  on  the  letter  was  enough  funding  to  complete 
the  entire  project.  Commissioner  Cook  also  inquired  if  they  were  expecting  any 
more.  President  Normandy  stated  that  funding  for  the  project  is  coming  from  State 
and  Federal  grants.  Mr.  Mullane  noted  that  no  money  would  come  from  the 
SFPUC. 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 
There  was  no  new  business  introduced. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 
a.       Report  on  Overtime. 


Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  a  memo  was  submitted  to  the  Commission 
concerning  overtime  but  he  felt  that  the  memo  did  not  fully  address  the 
concerns  of  the  Commission.  He  noted  that  staff  had  initiated  an  internal 
audit  of  overtime  usage  and  would  need  more  time  to  fully  investigate  the 
matter.  He  would  report  to  the  Commission  with  findings  and 
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recommendations  at  the  first  Commission  meeting  in  November.  President 
Normandy  asl<ed  if  we  are  still  able  to  meet  the  deadline  for  responding  to 
the  Civil  Grand  Jury.  Mr.  Mullane  said  he  was  working  to  complete  this 
within  60  days.  The  Grand  Jury  also  did  not  specify  a  deadline  with  which 
to  respond.  President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  make  sure  that  a 
response  is  submitted. 

Commissioner  Cook  expressed  concerns  on  whether  it  was  necessary  for 
supervisors  to  work  overtime.  Mr.  Mullane  responded  that  those  employees 
were  not  actually  supervisors  but  gatemen  staffing  operations  24  hours  a 
day/7  days  a  week.  He  would  investigate  whether  overtime  worked  was 
justified. 

Rights-of-Way  Issues. 

Mr.  Mullane  reported  that  staff  recently  took  two  actions  to  implement 
various  PUC  policies.  Those  actions  raised  political  interests  and  caused 
negative  media  coverage. 

The  first  action  initiated  by  Water  Supply  &  Treatment  Division  was  clearing 
right-of-way  encroachments  on  the  Peninsula.  Staff  notified  various 
representatives  of  local  municipalities  where  PUC  properties  are  located, 
held  public  outreach  meetings,  and  solicited  support  from  the  Bay  Area 
Water  Users  Association  as  to  the  necessity  of  the  action.  Mr.  Mullane 
recommended  that  the  policy  be  enforced  and  carried  forward. 

The  second  action  was  made  by  the  Bureau  of  Commercial  Land 
Management  where  they  notified  nonprofit  organizations  about  substantial 
increases  in  their  rent  for  using  PUC-owned  lands.  The  nonprofit 
organizations  have  been  paying  a  $1  a  year.  The  PUC  policy  is  to  charge 
rent  based  on  fair  market  value  of  the  land,  discount  it  by  50%,  and  phase-in 
the  rent  payment  over  four  years.  Mr.  Mullane  mentioned  that  he  wanted  to 
review  the  methodology  used  in  evaluating  the  rents  to  see  if  they  were 
appropriate  and  to  look  into  any  possible  mitigation,  particularly  for  churches 
that  do  not  utilize  the  property  the  majority  of  the  time.  He  also  instructed 
the  Bureau  of  Commercial  Land  Management  not  to  take  punitive  action  if 
any  of  the  organizations  had  not  sent  their  first  payment.  He  will  report  to 
the  Commission  when  the  review  is  completed. 

Commissioner  Cook  expressed  his  support  in  increasing  rents  to  help  raise 
revenues  for  SFPUC.  He  stated  that  criticisms  of  the  PUC  were  not 
justifiable.  The  non-profit  organizations  have  been  renting  our  properties  for 
$1  for  a  long  time  and  now  the  Commission  had  found  a  way  to  manage  our 
properties  profitably.  President  Normandy  likewise  expressed  his  support 
for  this  approach  and  stated  that  the  policy  is  fair  and  cognizant  of  the 
financial  situations  of  all  tenants  and  not  only  nonprofit  organizations. 
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Juan  Carlos  Prado,  Legislative  Aide  to  San  Mateo  County  Supervisor  Rose 
Jacobs  Gibson,  commented  that  the  proposed  rent  increases  would  have 
devastating  impacts  to  non-profit  and  charitable  organizations.  He 
requested  the  Commission  to  reconsider  the  policy. 

John  P.  Mullane,  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities,  requested  continuance  of 
Items  No.  10  and  1 1  to  the  call  of  the  Chair  and  Item  22  to  the  next  regular  meeting 
scheduled  on  October  24,  2000.  Commissioner  Cook  moved,  seconded  by 
Commissioner  Caen  to  continue  Items  No.  10,  11  and  22  as  requested;  passed  (3- 
0)  unanimously. 

8.  Public  Comments 

There  were  no  public  comments. 

REGULAR  BUSINESS 
Commissioner  Makras  arrived  at  2:00  P.M. 

9.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  SFPUC  Commercial  Paper  Program. 
(Continued  from  the  meeting  of  September  26,  2000.) 

Mr.  William  Berry,  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Finance  &  Administration 
provided  a  brief  history  of  the  program.  The  Commission  approved  $150  million 
commercial  paper  program  last  year  and  has  $27  million  outstanding.  Staff  is 
planning  to  issue  $14  million  later  this  week.  Mr.  Berry  pointed  out  that  he  had 
provided  further  information  in  the  agenda  item  and  changed  the  resolution  to 
reflect  final  approval  by  the  Commission.  The  approval  requested  in  the  agenda 
item  was  to  authorize  staff  to  take  necessary  steps  to  expand  the  commercial 
paper  program  to  $250  million. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  what  was  needed  to  be  done  if  we  were  to  go  with  the 
revenue  bond  option.  Mr.  Berry  responded  that  a  draft  official  statement  with 
respect  to  bond  issues  would  have  to  be  prepared  and  that  would  take  2  to  3 
months  and  another  2  to  3  months  to  get  it  out  to  market.  Commissioner  Caen 
stated  that  she  would  like  to  have  this  option  available  for  SFPUC. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  he  was  voting  against  the  item,  as  he  did  not 
believe  it  was  necessary. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  the  Commission  were  confronted  with  the  need  for 
more  information  and  concerns  regarding  interest  rates  and  how  we  could  be 
protected  against  sudden  increases.  He  said  the  pros  of  the  resolution  are  strong 
and  that  the  expansion  of  the  commercial  program  to  $250  million  will  allow  for  the 
release  of  Controller's  reserve  on  $89.3  million  of  spending  on  existing  capital 
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projects  and  permit  the  completion  of  tlie  Capital  Improvement  Program  and  Long- 
Range  Financial  Plan. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (3-1).  Commissioner  Makras  voted  nay. 

Resolution  No.  00-0234:     Increase  the  size  of  the  SFPUC  Commercial  Paper 

Program  from  $150  million  to  $250  million. 

10.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  filtration  avoidance.  (Continued  from  the 
meeting  of  September  26,  2000.) 

Staff  Recommendation:      Affirm  SFPUC  practices  and  policy  to  take  all  actions 

necessary  to  maintain  the  "filtration  avoidance"  status 
for  the  Hetch  Hetchy  system. 

The  Commission  voted  under  General  Manager's  Report  to  continue  Item  10  to  the 
call  of  the  Chair. 

1 1 .  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  Microbial/Disinfection  Byproducts 
Agreement.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of  September  26,  2000.) 

Staff  Recommendation:      Concurs  with  the  SFPUC  General  Manager's 

determination  to  communicate  the  City's  support  for  the 
negotiated  rule  framework  of  the  Federal  Advisory  Act 
Committee  resulting  from  the  Microbial/Disinfection 
_    Byproduct  FACA  Stage  2  M-DBP  Agreement  in 
Principle. 

The  Commission  voted  under  the  General  Manager's  Report  to  continue  Item  11  to 
the  call  of  the  Chair. 

LEASES  AND  PERMITS 

12.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Bay  Area  Gardeners  Association. 

Commissioner  Cook  expressed  support  for  approval  of  the  permit  for  education 
and  recreational  purposes. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 
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Resolution  No.  00-0235:     Authorize  the  General  IVIanager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

execute  a  permit  with  Bay  Area  Gardeners  Association, 
a  non-profit  organization,  for  the  operation  and 
maintenance  of  a  children's  playground  on  Parcel  Nos. 
2206(3),  2834(4),  2076,  2077,  2078  and  portion  of 
Parcel  No.  2073  of  Bay  Division  Pipeline  Nos.  1  and  2 
right  of  way  located  in  Redwood  City. 

Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  Public 
Utilities  Commission  land  located  at  the  Southeast  Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps 
Street  between  Jerrold  and  Galvez  Avenues.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of 
September  26,  2000.) 

Commissioner  Makras  moved  to  adopt  the  item  with  the  following  changes:  On 
page  3  of  the  resolution,  paragraph  No.  3,  Line  No.  6,  beginning  with  "Railway 
activity",  change  "Commission"  with  "SFPUC,  and  insert  "ng('  after  "shalt'  so  that 
the  line  reads:  "Railway  actiyity  on  the  entire  property  being  transferred,  and  the 
SFPUC  shall  not  be  responsible  for  the  costs  of  inyestigation,  assessment..." 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  President  Normandy,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution  as  amended;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0236:     Declare  the  substation  parcel  property  as  surplus; 

request  the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  and  submit  a 
legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  accommodate 
the  jurisdictional  transfer  of  2,968  sq.  ft.  of  land  owned 
by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  located  at  the 
Southeast  Treatment  Plant  on  Phelps  Street  between 
Jerrold  and  Galvez  Avenues  to  the  Public 
Transportation  Commission,  at  historical  cost  of 
$2,166.64  to  construct  an  electrical  substation  building; 
adopt  the  findings  under  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (CEQA)  for  approval  of  the  Light  Rail 
Alternative;  and  adopt  mitigation  measures  described 
on  the  findings. 
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CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 


Advertise 

14.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2334. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  whether  the  contract  requires  the  SFPUC  to  pay  for 
connection  fees  for  electrical  and  telephone  services.  Jane  Li  of  the  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau  responded  positively. 

President  Normandy  asked  why  there  was  a  big  disparity  between  the  engineering 
estimate  ($1 .5  million)  and  total  project  cost  ($2  million).  Mr.  Mullane  stated  that 
they  are  budget  items.  $30,000  and  $250,000  have  been  spent.  The  remaining 
amounts  are  budget  estimates  for  the  remainder  of  the  project. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0237:     Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications;  and 

authorize  bid  call  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2334,  Castlewood  Water  Supply: 
Well  and  Pump  Stations. 

15.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2346. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications  and  authorize 

bid  call  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract 
No.  WD-2346,  Millbrae  Administration  Building  Seismic 
Upgrade/Remodel;  and  authorize  transfer  of  a  total  of 
$337,930  to  the  project. 

Michael  Quan,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager,  noted  that  the  work 
proposed  was  to  seismically  strengthen  the  building  to  meet  code  requirements  for 
an  essentia!  facility. 

Commissioner  Cook  asked  for  clarification  about  the  lease  approved  by  the 
Commission  over  a  year  ago  for  the  Water  Supply  and  Treatment  Division.  Cheryl 
Davis,  Manager  of  the  Water  Supply  &  Treatment  Division  stated  that  it  was  for  the 
lease  of  Rollins  Road  for  both  Water  Supply  and  Water  Quality  staff.  Ms.  Davis 
stated  that  she  did  not  send  her  staff  there,  as  she  wanted  essential  functions  to 
reside  in  Millbrae.  Her  plan  was  to  move  people  from  the  trailer  into  the  building. 

President  Normandy  asked  whether  the  building  had  been  designated  an  essential 
facility.  Mr.  Quan  said  it  was  not;  however,  the  building  was  built  in  1979  according 
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to  the  1973  Uniform  Building  Code  and  the  Code  had  been  updated  since  the 
Loma  Prieta  and  Northridge  earthquakes. 

President  Normandy  inquired  whether  this  item  was  a  part  of  a  bigger  project 
approved  by  the  Commission.  Lena  Ch'en  responded  that  the  project  was 
approved  as  part  of  the  overall  budget. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  he  would  not  support  the  item.  He  was 
concerned  that  the  project  was  disguised  as  seismic  work  but  it  was  actually 
expansion  of  office  space.  He  believed  that  there  were  other  buildings  older  than 
this  that  needed  seismic  work.  He  said  we  should  retrofit  our  buildings  by  age  just 
as  we  replace  pipes  by  age. 

Mr.  Mullane  recommended  that  staff  break  up  the  scope  of  work  into  five 
components  and  bring  the  item  back  so  that  the  Commission  can  focus  on  the  key 
elements  of  the  project.  He  pointed  out  that  the  site  would  house  staff  responsible 
for  responding  to  emergencies. 

President  Normandy  asked  how  much  was  still  available  in  the  Millbrae  Temporary 
Office  Trailer  Project.  Ms.  Chen  would  provide  the  information  later. 

Item  15  was  continued  to  call  of  the  Chair  by  common  consent. 

Note:    Commissioner  Makras  was  excused  at  2:25  P.M. 

Award 

16.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2297. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (3-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0238:     Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2297,  6  &  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Morris,  Harriet  and  Other  Streets,  in  the  amount  of 
$642,568  to  JMB  Construction. 
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17.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2344. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2344,  Forest  Hill  Steel  Tank  Replacement,  in  the 
amount  of  $1 ,023, 117  to  Mitchell  Engineering,  Inc. 

Mr.  Quan  noted  that  there  were  corrections  on  page  4  of  the  agenda  item 
concerning  MBE/WBE  status  of  the  five  bidders.  Mitchell  Engineering  is  not  a 
WBE.  NCCI,  Inc.  is  not  an  MBE.  Proven  Management  is  a  local  minority  business 
enterprise  and  not  a  WBE.  Aetna  Government  Services  Corp.  is  not  a  local,  nor 
minority,  nor  women-owned  and  therefore  does  not  get  any  bid  discounts.  Seto's 
Construction  is  a  local  minority  business  enterprise  and  is  not  a  WBE.  He  said 
those  changes  would  not  change  the  ranking. 

President  Normandy  expressed  concerns  in  approving  an  item  that  was  faulty.  He 
directed  staff  to  bring  the  item  back  with  the  correct  information. 

Item  17  was  continued  to  call  of  the  Chair  by  common  consent. 

Note:    Commissioner  Makras  returned  at  2:30  P.M. 

18.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
245. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously.   

Resolution  No.  00-0239:     Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-245, 

Geary  Street  and  Second  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  in 
the  amount  of  $223,309  to  JMB  Construction. 

19.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
255. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  President  Normandy,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0240:     Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-255,  26* 

Avenue/  37'^  Avenue/Arguello  Boulevard  Sewer 
Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $354,204  to  D'Arcy  & 
Harty  Construction,  Inc. 
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Close 


Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen  to  adopt  Items  20 
and  21  together;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

20.  Resolution  No.  00-0241 :      Accept  work  performed  for  San  Francisco  Water 

Department  Contract  No.  2208,  Sunset  Supply  Pipeline 
Replacement  at  Kaiser  Hospital,  South  San  Francisco; 
approve  Contract  Modification  No.  1  in  the  debit  amount 
of  $10,398  with  a  time  extension  of  96  days;  and 
authorize  final  payment  of  $12,523  to  Shaw  Pipelines, 
Inc. 

21 .  Resolution  No.  00-0242:      Accept  work  performed  for  San  Francisco  Water 

Department  Contract  No.  2276,  6  &  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron 
Main  Installation  in  Brannan  Street  between  Delancey 
and  Third  Streets;  in  Second  Street  between  Townsend 
and  Harrison  Streets;  in  Taber  Place  and  in  South  Park 
Avenue  between  Second  and  Third  Streets;  approve 
Contract  Modification  No.  1  in  the  credit  amount  of 
$54,660;  and  authorize  final  payment  of  $24,000  to 
Shaw  Pipeline,  Inc. 

PROFESSIONAL  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 

Award 

22.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Contract  No.  CS-520  -  Operation  and 
Maintenance  of  a  Cogeneration  Facility  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control 
Plant.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of  September  26,  2000. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Award  a  contract  to  Sierra  Detroit  Diesel  Allison  to 

operate  and  maintain  a  cogeneration  plant  at  the 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  for  a  period  of 
up  to  five  years  following  Commercial  Operation  for 
$1,157,540. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  whether  the  union  representatives  were  aware  or  did 
they  have  any  objections  to  the  operating  &  maintenance  contract  going  to  a 
private  party.  Mr.  Mullane  responded  that  the  union  representatives  have  been 
contacted  and  were  present  at  the  last  meeting  when  this  was  originally  scheduled. 
The  union  had  initial  resistance  in  the  five-year  window  it  will  take  for  SFPUC  staff 
to  learn  how  to  operate  the  facility.  He  said  Laurie  Park,  Acting  General  Manager 
for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power,  agreed  to  a  18-month  to  2-year  window. 
Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  he  would  like  the  union's  concurrence  on  record. 
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President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  get  a  written  document  from  the  union 
concerning  tlieir  position  and  request  tlie  union's  presence  at  the  meeting  to 
present  their  comments. 

The  Commission  voted  under  General  Manager's  Report  to  continue  Item  10  to 
October  24,  2000. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

23.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  no  public  comments. 

24.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  President  Normandy,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  met  in  Closed  Session  at  2:37  P.M.  to  discuss  the 
following  matters: 

Commissioner  Cook  was  excused. 

25.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Plaintiff  and  as  Defendant 

Property:  500+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property 

on  Bernal  Avenue  in  Alameda  County 

Parties  Negotiating:  Lymburn/Malamut 

City  of  Pleasanton 

Under  Negotiation:       Terms  and  Conditions 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Caen, 
PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki 
Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson. 

No  action  was  taken. 

26.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(a): 

Existing  Litigation:        Schram  Construction,  Inc.  v.  CCSF,  San  Francisco 

Superior  Court  No.  308-165. 
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Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  IVIakras,  Commissioner  Caen, 
PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Muliane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki 
Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to 
recommend  a  settlement;  passed  (3-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0243:     Recommend  a  settlement  in  the  case  of  Schram 

Construction,  Inc.  v.  CCSF,  San  Francisco  Superior 
Court  No.  308-165. 

Commissioner  Cook  returned  at  2:45  P.M. 

27.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Cook,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Muliane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  Bureau  of 
Personnel  Acting  Manager  Therese  Madden,  and  Executive  Search  Consultant 
William  Hawkins. 

No  action  was  taken. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session  at  3:45 


28.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  the  actions  taken  during  Closed  Session. 

29.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  not  to 
disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  3:46  P.M. 


P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0234 


RESOLUTION  PROVIDING  FOR  AN  EXPANSION  OF  THE  COMMERCIAL  PAPER 
PROGRAM  INCREASING  THE  AGGREGATE  PRINCIPAL  AMOUNT  WHICH  MAY  BE 
OUTSTANDING  ATA  NY  ONE  TIME  FROM  $150,000,000  TO  $250,000,000  SAN 
FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  COMMERCIAL  PAPER  NOTES  (WATER 
SERIES  2000);  PROVIDING  FOR  THE  COMMISSION  TO  ENTER  INTO  AN 
AMENDMENT  TO  THE  LETTER  OF  CREDIT  AND  REIMBURSEMENT  AGREEMENT,  AN 
AMENDMENT  TO  THE  ISSUING  AND  PAYING  AGENT  AGREEMENT,  AND  OTHER 
RELATED  DOCUMENTS;  AND  PROVIDING  FOR  THE  DETERMINATION  OF  RELATED 
MATTERS  BY  THE  GENERAL  MANAGER  OF  THE  COMMISSION. 


WHEREAS,  the  Public  Utilities  Connnnission  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  (the  "Commission")  has  the  authority,  subject  to  the  approval, 
amendment  or  rejection  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  (the  "Board")  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  (the  "City"),  pursuant  to  the  Charter  of  tiie  City,  to  issue 
revenue  bonds  for  the  purpose  of  acquiring,  constructing,  financing,  improving  or 
developing  water  facilities  (the  "Water  Enterprise")  under  the  City  Water 
Department,  subject  to  the  revenue  bond  voter  approval  requirements  of  Charter; 
and 


WHEREAS,  at  a  duly  called  and  held  revenue  bond  election  on  November  4, 
1997  (the  "1997  Election"),  a  majority  of  voters  voting  on  the  measure  approved 
Proposition  A  to  authorize  the  issuance  by  the  Commission  of  its  revenue  bonds  in 
an  aggregate  principal  amount  not  to  exceed  $157,000,000  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  funds  for  acquiring  and  constructing  reliability  and  seismic  safety 
improvements  to  the  City  Water  Enterprise,  and  approved  Proposition  B  to  authorize 
the  issuance  by  the  Commission  of  its  revenue  bonds  in  an  aggregate  principal 
amount  not  to  exceed  $147,000,000  for  the  purpose  of  providing  funds  for  acquiring 
and  constructing  safe  drinking  water  improvements  to  the  City  Water  Enterprise; 
and 


WHEREAS,  pursuant  Article  V  of  Chapter  43  of  Part  I  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code,  enacted  by  Ordinance  No.  203-98  adopted  by  the  Board  on 
June  8,  1998  and  signed  by  the  Mayor  of  the  City  on  June  19,  1998,  the  Board 
established  a  procedure  pursuant  to  which  the  Commission  may  issue  short-term 
indebtedness,  including  the  issuance  of  commercial  paper  in  anticipation  of  the 
issuance  of  its  revenue  bonds;  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Commission  and  the  Board  have  previously  authorized  the 
issuance  of  not  to  exceed  $150,000,000  of  commercial  paper  notes  or  bank  notes; 
and 


WHEREAS,  the  Commission  has  determined  that  it  is  desirable  to  provide  for 
additional  short-term  financing  of  capital  improvements,  capitalized  interest  and 
related  costs  for  improvements,  betterments  and  additions  to  the  Water  Enterprise 
of  the  City  through  the  increase  in  the  amount  which  may  be  outstanding  at  any  one 
time  from  $150,000,000  to  $250,000,000  of  commercial  paper  notes  (the  "Notes") 
or  bank  notes  (the  "Bank  Notes");  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Commission  has  determined  that  it  is  necessary  and  desirable 
to  enter  into  a  first  supplemental  issuing  and  paying  agent  agreement  (the  "First 
Supplemental  Agreement")  amending  and  supplementing  the  existing  Issuing  and 
Paying  Agent  Agreement,  with  Chase  Manhattan  Bank  and  Trust  Co,  N.A.  as  issuing 
and  paying  agent  (the  "Issuing  and  Paying  Agent"),  with  respect  to  the  Notes  (the 
"Issuing  and  Paying  Agent  Agreement")  to  provide  for  an  increase  in  the  amount  of 
Notes  which  may  be  outstanding;  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Commission  has  further  determined  that  it  is  necessary  and 
desirable  to  enter  into  an  amendment  to  the  existing  Letter  of  Credit  and 
Reimbursement  Agreement  with  respect  to  the  Notes  (the  "Letter  of  Credit  and 
Reimbursement  Agreement"),  by  and  between  the  Commission  and  Bayerische 
Landesbank  and  State  Street  Bank  (the  "Banks"),  in  order  to  provide  liquidity  and 
credit  enhancement  for  the  Notes;  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Commission  has  further  determined  to  continue  to  use  the 
services  of  the  existing  dealers.  Lam  Securities  Investment,  Inc.  and  Lehman 
Brothers  (each  a  "Dealer"  and  collectively,  the  "Dealers")  with  respect  to  such 
increased  amount  of  Notes;  and 


WHEREAS,  the  Commission  has  further  determined  that  it  is  necessary  and 
desirable  to  approve  the  form  of  an  initial  Offering  Memorandum  with  respect  to  the 
Notes,  to  be  used  in  connection  with  the  offering  and  sale  from  time  to  time  of  the 
Notes  by  the  Dealers; 


NOW  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  as  follows: 
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Section  1.  Approval  of  First  Supplemental  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent 
Agreement.  The  General  Manager  of  the  Commission  or  his  designee  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed,  for  and  on  behalf  of  and  in  the  name  of  the  Commission,  to 
enter  into  a  First  Supplemental  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent  Agreement  (the  "First 
Supplemental  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent  Agreement"),  by  and  between  the 
Commission  and  the  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent  substantially  in  the  form  presented  to 
this  meeting  and  on  file  with  the  Secretary,  with  such  non-material  changes  and 
additions  therein  as  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  may  approve  upon 
recommendation  from  the  City  Attorney,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively  evidenced 
by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  First  Supplemental  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent 
Agreement. 


Section  2.  Approval  of  Letter  of  Credit  and  Reimbursement  Agreement 
Amendment.  The  General  Manager  of  the  Commission  or  his  designee  is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed,  for  and  on  behalf  of  and  in  the  name  of  the  Commission,  to 
enter  into  an  amendment  to'  the  Letter  of  Credit  and  Reimbursement  Agreement 
(the  "Reimbursement  Agreement  Amendment"),  by  and  between  the  Commission 
and  the  Banks  and  including  the  addition  of  Morgan  Guaranty  as  one  of  the  Banks, 
substantially  in  the  form  presented  to  this  meeting  and  on  file  with  the  Secretary, 
with  such  non-material  changes  and  additions  therein  as  the  General  Manager  or  his 
designee  may  approve  upon  recommendation  from  the  City  Attorney,  such  approval 
to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the  execution  and  delivery  of  the  Reimbursement 
Agreement  Amendment;  provided,  however,  that  the  maximum  stated  amount  to 
the  Letter  of  Credit  issued  pursuant  to  the  Reimbursement  Agreement  Amendment 
shall  not  exceed  $250,000,000. 


Section  3.  Authorization  of  Notes.  The  General  Manager  of  the  Commission 
or  his  designee  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  for  and  on  behalf  of  and  in  the 
name  of  the  Commission,  to  determine  the  maximum  principal  amounts  of  each 
series  and  the  maximum  aggregate  principal  amount  from  time  to  time  of  the 
Notes;  provided,  however,  that  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  the  Notes  shall 
not  exceed  the  amount  of  the  principal  component  of  the  Letter  of  Credit  at  any 
time.  The  determinations  of  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  provided  for  in 
this  Section  3  shall  be  set  forth  in  one  or  more  Certificates  of  Additional  Terms 
("Certificate  of  Additional  Terms")  to  be  executed  and  delivered  by  the  General 
Manager  or  his  designee,  which  Certificates  of  Additional  Terms  when  executed  and 
delivered  by  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  shall  constitute  a  part  of  this 
Resolution. 


Section  4.  Authorization  of  Bonds.  The  General  Manager  of  the  Commission 
or  his  designee  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed,  for  and  on  behalf  of  and  in  the 
name  of  the  Commission,  to  issue  bonds  to  repay  the  Notes,  such  obligations  to  be 
issued  either  on  a  parity  to  any  outstanding  obligations  of  the  Commission  or  on  a 
basis  subordinate  to  any  outstanding  obligations  of  the  Commission  provided. 
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however,  that  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  any  such  obligations  shall  not 
exceed  $304,000,000;  the  interest  rate  on  such  obligations  shall  not  exceed  12% 
per  annum;  and  any  financing  documents  prepared  in  connection  therewith  shall  be 
approved  by  the  Commission  prior  to  the  sale  of  any  such  obligations. 


Section  5.  Continuation  of  Existing  Dealers.  The  Dealers  retained  by  the 
Commission  in  connection  with  the  original  authorization  and  issuance  of  the  Notes 
shall  remain  the  Dealers  in  connection  with  the  increased  principal  amount  of  Notes 
authorized  by  this  Resolution. 


Section  6.  Approval  of  Offering  Memorandum.  The  form  of  Offering 
Memorandum  with  respect  to  the  Notes  (the  "Offering  Memorandum")  presented  to 
this  meeting  and  on  file  with  the  Secretary  is  hereby  approved.  The  Dealers  are 
hereby  authorized  to  distribute  from  time  to  time  to  prospective  purchasers  of  the 
Notes,  an  Offering  Memorandum,  is  substantially  said  form  with  such  non-material 
changes  and  additions  thereto  as  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  shall  approve 
upon  recommendation  from  the  City  Attorney,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively 
evidenced  by  the  delivery  to  the  Dealers  of  the  Offering  Memorandum.  The  General 
Manager  or  his  designee  is  hereby  further  authorized  to  approve  from  time  to  time 
revised  and  updated  Offering  Memoranda,  with  such  changes  and  additions  thereto 
as  the  General  Manager  or  his  designee  shall  approve  upon  recommendation  from 
the  City  Attorney,  such  approval  to  be  conclusively  evidenced  by  the  delivery  to  the 
Dealers  of  said  revised  Offering  Memoranda  as  so  added  to  or  changed. 


Section  7.  Ratification  of  Prior  Actions.  The  actions  of  the  officers,  agents 
and  employees  of  the  Commission  prior  to  the  adoption  of  this  Resolution  to 
consummate  the  entering  into  of  the  First  Supplemental  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent 
Agreement,  the  Reimbursement  Agreement  Amendment,  the  existing  dealer 
agreements  with  the  Dealers  (the  "Dealer  Agreements")  and  the  issuance  and  sale 
of  the  Notes  and  the  consummation  of  the  other  transactions  contemplated  hereby 
are  hereby  ratified,  approved  and  confirmed. 


Sections.  Additional  Actions.  The  officers,  agents  and  employees  of  the 
Commission  are  hereby  authorized  to  take  such  actions,  to  sign  such  documents, 
and  to  enter  into  such  agreements  as  they  may  deem  necessary  or  desirable  In 
order  to  consummate  the  entering  into  of  the  First  Supplemental  Issuing  and  Paying 
Agent  Agreement,  the  Reimbursement  Agreement  Amendment  and  the  issuance  and 
sale  from  time  to  time  of  the  Notes  in  accordance  with  the  terms  hereof  and  of  the 
Resolution. 


Section  9.  Additional  Agreements.  The  approvals  contained  herein  shall  extend 
to  any  amendments  to  the  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent  Agreement,  the  Letter  of  Credit 
and  Reimbursement  Agreement,  the  Dealer  Agreement  and  all  agreements  of  the 
Commission  supplemental  thereto,  as  well  as  to  such  additional  agreements  as  the 
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Commission  may  adopt  for  the  purpose  of  implementing  tine  issuance,  sale  and  delivery 
of  the  Notes  and  the  Bank  Notes.  The  approvals  contained  herein  shall  continue  to 
apply  to  the  Notes  and  the  Bank  Notes  in  the  event  such  Notes  are  renamed  or 
renumbered  by  the  Commission  pursuant  to  the  Issuing  and  Paying  Agent  Agreement. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  at  its  meeting  of  OCT  1  fl  ?000  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0235 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  certain  real  property  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  San  Mateo  County;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Bay  Area  Gardeners  Association  (BAGA)  has  requested  to  enter 
into  an  agreement  for  the  maintenance  and  operation  of  a  children's  playground  and 
neighborhood  park;  and 

WHEREAS,  BERM  has  determined,  and  completed  a  certification,  that  the  project 
described  by  the  proposed  agreement  is  categorically  exemptfrom  the  requirementsof  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  and 
authorizes  the  execution  of  that  certain  Permit  of  approximately  0.33  acres  of  land  to  Bay 
Area  Gardeners  Association,  as  Permittee,  for  the  purpose  of  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  a  children's  playground  within  the  Permit  Area  located  on  Parcel  Nos. 
2006(3),  2834(4),  2076,  2077,  2078  and  a  portion  of  Parcel  No.  2073  of  Bay  Division 
Pipeline  Nos.  1  and  2  right  of  way.  Redwood  City,  San  Mateo  County,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Permit  of  certain  real  property  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  as 
shown  on  SFPUC  Drawing  No.  B-4602-1  of  the  Permit,  commencing  upon  execution  and 
delivery  by  City  following  PUG  authorization  and  expiring  upon  thirty  (30)  days' 
written  notice  from  either  party  to  the  other  party,  provided  that  the  Permittee  shall  pay  a 
permit  processing  fee  of  $750.00  and  reimburse  100%  of  taxes  and  assessments  on  the 
Permit  Area;  and  be  it, 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  all  actions  authorized  by  this  resolution  and  heretofore 
taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  such  Agreement  are  hereby  ratified,  approved 
and  confirmed  by  this  Commission;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  upon  approval  by  this  Commission,  the  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  said  Permit. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  QCT  1  Q  20QQ 


Secretary, 


•,  Pi/alic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0236 


WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  currently  owns  a  parcel  of 
land  totaling  360,000  square  feet  in  size  located  at  the  Southeast  Treatment  Plant 
on  Cesar  Chavez  Blvd.  between  Jerrold  and  Galvez  Avenues;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  20,  2000,  Resolution  #00-071,  the  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency  (Muni)  requested  the  transfer  of  2,968  square  feet  of  the 
360,000  sq.  ft.  parcel  to  accommodate  a  new  electrical  substation  building  to  be 
located  on  a  parcel  56  feet  long  by  53  feet  wide  (the  "Substation  Parcel")  which  will 
furnish  traction  power  for  a  segment  of  the  new  Third  Street  Light  Rail  Transit 
Project,  Phase  I  Initial  Operating  System  (lOS);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  does  not  currently  use  the  Substation  Parcel,  has  no 
intention  of  using  the  Substation  Parcel  in  the  future,  and  the  Southeast  Treatment 
Plant  can  be  expanded  without  the  use  of  the  Substation  Parcel;  and 

WHEREAS,  Muni's  proposed  use  of  the  Substation  Parcel  for  the  construction 
of  an  electrical  substation  building  is  compatible  with  the  surrounding  uses,  including 
the  Southeast  Treatment  Plant;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  adopts  the  Third  Street  Light  Rail  Project  Approval 
findings  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  contained  in 
Attachment  A;  and 

WHEREAS,  Staff  of  both  Muni  and  SFPUC  have  agreed  in  concept  to  the 
transfer  of  the  Substation  Parcel  from  the  SFPUC  to  Muni  at  a  historical  cost;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Real  Estate  Department  has  determined  the  historical  cost  of 
the  Substation  Parcel  to  be  $0.73  per  sq.  ft.  or  $2,166.64;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  for  the  SFPUC  to  proceed  with  any  action  related  to  the 
Third  Street  Light  Rail  Project  (i.e.,  the  land  transfer),  the  PUC  must  review  and 
consider  the  environmental  impacts  of  the  proposed  project  in  accordance  with  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  ("CEQA"),  California  Public  Resources  Code, 
Sections  21000  et  seq.;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  August  1999,  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Railway  began 
preparation  of  an  Environmental  Impact  Statement/Report  (EIS/R)  for  the  Third 
Street  Light  Rail  Project  that  considered  three  alternatives:  No  Project  Alternative,  a 
No  Build/Transportation  Systems  Management  (TSM)  Alternative  (upgraded  diesel 
service)  and  a  Light  Rail  Build  Alternative;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  April  3,  1998,  a  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement/Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Report  ("DEIS/DEIR")  was  published  by  the  Federal  Transit 
Administration  and  San  Francisco  Planning  Department,  respectively,  (State 
Clearinghouse  No.  96102097;  SF  Case  File  No.  96.281E)  for  an  expansion  of  MUNI 
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light  rail  service  to  tiie  Third  Street  Corridor;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  23,  1998,  the  Public  Transportation  Connnnission  ("PTC") 
selected  the  Light  Rail  Build  Alternative,  with  two  project  phases,  as  the  Locally 
Preferred  Alternative;  and 

WHEREAS,  Pursuant  to  CEQA,  the  Guidelines  for  Implementation  of  CEQA, 
Title  15  California  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000  etseq.,  ("CEQA  Guidelines") 
and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  ("Chapter  31"),  entitled 
Environmental  Quality,  and  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  ("NEPA")  42 
U.S.C.  Section  102  etseq.,  and  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  Regulations, 
40  C.F.R.  1500.1  etseq.,  all  written  and  oral  comments  were  considered  and 
analyzed;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement/Report  (Final  EIR)  was 
published  on  November  16,  1998;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  December  3,  1998,  the  Planning  Commission  as  the  lead 
agency  pursuant  to  CEQA,  the  CEQA  Guidelines  and  Article  31,  certified  the  Final  EIR 
in  Motion  No.  14742,  finding  in  its  independent  judgment,  that  the  Final  EIR  was 
objective,  complete  and  in  compliance  with  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  January  19,  1999,  the  Public  Transportation  Commission 
(precursor  to  the  Municipal  Transportation  Agency)  approved  a  two-phased  Third 
Street  Light  Rail  Project,  including  a  5.4-mile  Initial  Operating  Segment  and  a  1.7- 
mile  New  Central  Subway;  and  adopted  the  CEQA  findings  and  applicable  Mitigation 
Monitoring  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  March  16,  1999,  the  Federal  Transit  Administration  (FTA) 
issued  a  Record  of  Decision  (ROD)  for  the  first  Phase  of  the  Project  (Initial  Operating 
Segment),  which  documented  the  reasons  for  FTA's  determination  that  the 
requirements  of  NEPA  were  satisfied  for  the  Third  Street  Light  Rail  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  Final  EIR,  and  in 
exercising  its  independent  judgment,  finds  the  Final  EIR's  analysis  and  conclusions 
regarding  transportation  and  environmental  effects,  alternatives  and  cumulative 
conditions,  to  be  objective,  complete  and  in  compliance  with  CEQA  and  the  CEQA 
Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  hereby  declares  that  the  Substation  Parcel  is 
surplus  property,  and  that  the  public  interest  demands  or  will  not  be  inconvenienced 
by  a  jurisdiction  transfer  of  the  Substation  Parcel;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  approves  of  the  transfer  of  the 
Substation  Parcel  to  Muni  upon  payment  of  the  historical  cost  of  $2,166.64;  and,  be 
it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  hereby  authorizes  the  General  Manager 
of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  request  the  Director  of  Property  to  prepare  and 
submit  the  necessary  legislation  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  accommodate  the 
jurisdictional  transfer  of  the  Substation  Parcel  to  Muni;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC,  in  exercising  its  independent 
judgment,  makes  and  adopts  the  findings  under  CEQA,  incorporated  by  reference 
and  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A,  for  approval  of  the  Light  Rail  Alternative;  and,  be 
it 
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FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  mitigation  measures  described  In  Section  IV  of 
Exhibit  A  which  impact  the  proposed  Substation  Parcel  are  adopted  as  conditions  of 
approval;  and,  be  It 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  based  upon  the  SFPUC's  review  of  the  Final  EIR, 
the  SFPUC  further  finds  that  (1)  modifications  Incorporated  into  the  project  will  not 
require  important  revisions  to  the  Final  EIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new 
significant  environmental  effects  or  a  substantial  Increase  in  the  severity  of 
previously  identified  significant  effects;  (2)  no  substantial  changes  have  occurred 
with  respect  to  the  circumstances  under  which  the  project  will  be  undertaken  which 
would  require  major  revisions  to  the  Final  EIR  due  to  the  involvement  of  new 
environmental  effects,  or  a  substantial  increase  in  the  severity  of  effects  identified  in 
the  Final  EIR;  and  (3)  no  new  Information  of  substantial  importance  to  the  project 
has  become  available  which  would  indicate  (a)  the  project  has  significant  effects  not 
discussed  in  the  Final  EIR,  (b)  significant  environmental  effects  will  be  substantially 
more  severe;  (c)  mitigation  measures  or  alternatives  found  not  feasible  which  would 
reduce  one  or  more  significant  effects  have  become  feasible;  or  (d)  mitigation 
measures  or  alternatives  which  are  considerably  different  from  those  in  the  Final  EIR 
would  substantially  reduce  one  or  more  significant  effects  on  the  environment;  and, 
be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  authorizes  this  transfer  of  property 
subject  to  the  requirement  that  the  Municipal  Railway  shall  be  responsible  for  all 
costs  related  to  the  investigation,  assessment,  disposal,  remediation,  and 
monitoring  of  hazardous  materials  to  the  extent  related  to  the  construction, 
operation  and  maintenance  of  the  Municipal  Railways'  project  or  any  other  Municipal 
Railway  activity  on  the  entire  property  being  transferred,  and  that  the  SFPUC  shall 
not  be  responsible  for  the  costs  of  investigation,  assessment,  disposal,  remediation, 
and  monitoring  of  hazardous  materials  related  to  all  other  hazardous  materials  on 
the  property  remaining  under  its  jurisdiction,  including  pre-existing  hazardous 
materials  conditions;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Board  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the 
SFPUC  and  other  City  officials  to  take  any  and  all  steps  necessary  and  advisable  to 
effectuate  the  purpose  and  intent  of  this  Resolution;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  any  and  all  acts  previously  performed  by 
employees  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  in  furtherance  of  the  above 
resolutions  are  hereby  ratified  and  confirmed. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of     October  1 0,  2Q00   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0?  37 


WHEREAS,  a  1911  agreement  between  Castlewood  Country  Club  and  Castlewood 
Property  Owners  and  the  City  of  San  Francisco  stipulates  that  the  City  shall  provide  Castlewood 
Country  Club  with  water; 

WHEREAS,  under  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2334, 
Castlewood  Water  Supply:  Well  And  Pump  Stations,  a  new  well  will  be  drilled  and  two  new 
pump  stations  will  be  constructed;  and 

WHEREAS,  final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2334,  Castlewood  Water  Supply:  Well  And  Pump  Stations;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  total  estimated  cost  for  the  contract  is  $1,577,660;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from  Project  CUW626 
-  Replace  Castlewood  Reservoir;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  are  17%  MBE  and  6%  WBE;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2334  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2334,  Castlewood  Water  Supply:  Well  And 
Pump  Stations,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for 
bids  for  said  contract,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a 
recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  ^^^adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  _      OCT  10  


Secretaryl^ublic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0238 


WHEREAS,  on  May  9,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0123,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Contract  No.  WD-2297,  6  &  8-Inch 
Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Morris,  Harriet  and  Other  Streets,  and  authorized  advertising 
for  proposals  to  replace  approximately  4,800  linear  feet  of  4,  6,  and  8-inch  cast  iron  main 
installed  between  1865  and  1894  with  4,  6  and  8-inch  ductile  iron  mains  in  Morris,  Harriet, 
Sherman,  Cleveland,  Rodgers,  Heron,  Ringold,  Decatur  and  Converse  Streets;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $651,800;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  Water  Department  Capital  Improvement  Projects 
budget.  Project  CUW870  -  Main  Replacement  Program,  Phase  66;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  July  1,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  4  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  10,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  JMB 
Construction  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracfing  goals  of  19%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  participafion  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  JMB  Construction  is  committed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Water  Main  Replacement  Program  to  be  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2297,  6  &  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Morris, 
Harriet,  and  Other  Streets,  in  the  amount  of  $642,568,  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  JMB  Construction. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  w^s  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        OCT  1 0  2C 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0^39 


WHEREAS,  on  June  13,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0149,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-245,  Geary  Street  and  Second  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for 
proposals  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  Geary  Street  from  Powell  Street  to  Mason  Street  and 
Second  Street  from  Folsom  Street  to  Howard  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  July  22,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  5  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  24,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  JMB 
Construction,  Inc.,  as  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder  with  a  bid  of 
$223,309;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $206,425;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order 
No.  0108J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRH 10540);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  15%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts,  and  JMB  Construction,  Inc.  is  committed  to 
meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-245,  Geary  Street  and  Second  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of 
$223,309  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JMB  Construction,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  tfiat  the  foregoing  resolutionwas  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  ^CT  1  0  2U0Q  

/,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Secretary, 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0240 


WHEREAS,  on  June  13,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0150,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-255,  26"'  Avenue/37"'  Avenue/Arguello  Boulevard  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorized 
advertising  for  proposals  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  26"'  Avenue  fi-om  Anza  Street  to 
Geary  Boulevard,  37"'  Avenue  from  Cabrillo  Street  to  Balboa  Street,  and  Arguello  Boulevard 
From  McAllister  Street  to  Fulton  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  July  8,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  6  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  10,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  D'arcy  &  Harty 
Construction,  Inc.,  as  the  lowest  qualified,  responsive  and  responsible  bidder  with  a  bid  of 
$354,204;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $361,591;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order 
No.  01 17J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRHl  1940);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracfing  goals  of  15%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts,  and  D'arcy  and  Harty  Construction,  Inc.  is 
committed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  envirormiental  review  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-255,  26*  Avenue/37"'  Avenue/Arguello  Boulevard  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the 
amount  of  $354,204  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  D'arcy  &  Harty 
Construction,  Inc. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of       October  1 0,  2000  


Secreta. 


Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0241 


WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2208,  Sunset  Supply  Pipeline  Replacement  at  Kaiser  Hospital,  South  San 
Francisco,  by  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  December  28,  1998,  and 
construction  was  completed  on  April  7,  1999;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  was  for  $282,500  and  for  a  duration  of  120  consecutive 
calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  Modification  1  (Final)  is  being  issued  in  the  debit  amount  of 
$10,398,  increases  the  contract  amount  to  $292,898  and  extends  the  contract  duration  by  96 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  of  216  consecutive  calendar  days  to  accommodate 
additional  concrete  demolition  due  to  unforeseen  underground  obstructions;  disposal  of  pipe, 
pipe  coating  application  and  weather  delays;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  Project  CUW167  -  Rehabilitate  Sunset  Supply 
Pipeline  at  Kaiser  Hospital;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contractor  was  found  to  be  non-compliant  by  the  HRC  Contract 
Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  the  SFPUC  for  being  deficient  in  reaching  the  MBE  and 
WBE  subcontractor  participation  goals  in  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  CCO  has  negotiated  a  settlement  with  the  contractor  to  resolve  the 
deficiency  through  increased  MBE/WBE  subcontractor  participation  in  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2276,  6  &  8-lnch  DIM  Installation  in  Brannan  Street  between 
Delancey  and  Third  Streets,  and  in  Second  Street  between  Townsend  and  Brannan  Streets;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  under  San 
Francisco  Water  Department,  Contract  No.  WD-2208,  Sunset  Supply  Pipeline  Replacement  at 
Kaiser  Hospital,  South  San  Francisco,  approves  Contract  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  debit 
amount  of  $10,398,  for  a  total  contract  amount  of  $292,898,  and  with  a  time  extension  of  96  days 
for  a  total  contract  duration  of  216  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $12,523 
to  the  contractor,  Shaw  Pipelines,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  OCT  1  0  ^flOP  ^  

1^.  11*^ 


Secretary , {Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0242 


WHEREAS,  On  November  9,  1999,  the  Commission,  per  Resolution  No.  99-0288, 
awarded  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2276,  6-  and  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron 
Main  Installation  in  Brannan  Street  between  Delancey  and  Third  Streets;  in  Second  Street 
between  Townsend  and  Harrison  Streets;  in  Taber  Place  and  in  South  Park  Avenue  between 
Second  and  Third  Streets,  to  the  lowest  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw  Pipeline,  Inc.  in 
the  amount  of  $980,150  with  a  duration  of  224  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  January  10,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  work  was  completed  on  July  25,  2000,  which  was 
within  224  calendar  days  contract  time;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  is  being  issued  in  the  credit  amount  of  $54,660  and 
reduces  the  contract  amount  to  $925,490  to  adjust  the  estimated  quantities  of  all  unit  bid  items  to 
agree  with  the  actual  quantities  performed;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  Water  Department  Capital  Improvement  Plan  budget. 
Project  CUW870  -  Main  Replacement  Program,  Phase  62;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established  MBE/WBE 
subcontractor  participation  goals  of  1 8%  MBE  and  4%  WBE;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2276,  6-  and  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Brannan  Street  between  Delancey  and  Third  Streets;  in  Second  Street  between  Townsend  and 
Harrison  Streets;  in  Taber  Place  and  in  South  Park  Avenue  between  Second  and  Third  Streets, 
approves  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  in  the  credit  amount  of  $54,660,  for  a  total  contract  amount 
of  $925,490;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $24,000  to  the  contractor,  Shaw 
Pipeline,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  DDT  1  0  200Q 


Secretary,  ifablic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  00~Q243  


RESOLVED,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of  the  PubUc 
Utilities  Commission,  and  the  City  Attorney,  this  Commission  hereby  recommends  that 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  resolve  and  settle  the  claim  listed  below  on  the  terms  specified 
below. 

Case  Name  Case  Number  Amount 

Schram  Construction,  Inc.  S/C  308-165  $246,250 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  _ 

OCT  1  0  2000 


Secre 
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ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1.  Call  to  Order:         1:37  P.M. 

2.  Roll  Call:  Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Vice  President 

Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  Frank  L.  Cook, 
Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen,  Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Special  Meeting  of  October  3,  2000;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

4.  Communications 

No  action  was  taken. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Caen  reiterated  her  previous  request  to  staff  to  provide  timelines  for 
completing  odor  control  projects. 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Caen  addressed  the  rising  energy  cost  and  asked  what  the  PUC 
can  do  to  help  with  the  situation.  She  thought  that  PUC  could  issue  a  statement  to 
the  public  about  taking  energy  conservation  measures. 

Laurie  Park,  Acting  General  Manager  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power,  responded 
that  there  were  a  number  of  State  programs  to  help  implement  energy  efficiency 
measures  in  California.  On  the  Hetch  Hetchy  side,  Ms.  Park  stated  that  they  were 
continuing  their  efforts  to  implement  energy  efficiency  measures  within  the  general 
fund  departments  in  the  City.  She  noted  that  Hetch  Hetchy  used  to  fund  retrofit 
projects  for  general  fund  department  but  could  no  longer  fund  them  anymore.  Staff 
is  working  with  the  offices  of  the  Mayor  and  the  Controller  to  identify  municipal 
lease  financing  options  for  these  types  of  projects. 

President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  look  into  how  PUC  could  initiate  immediate 
actions  to  implement  energy  conversation  measures  within  the  PUC,  City 
departments  and  ratepayers.  John  Mullane,  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities, 
suggested  sending  notices  to  the  public  using  the  water  bill  insert  program. 
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Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Mr.  Mullane  introduced  two  new  managerial  appointees  in  the  PUC.  Carey 
Fletcher  who  is  the  new  Communications  Manager  and  Suzanne  Arena  who  is  the 
new  Manager  for  Governmental  Affairs. 

Mr.  Mullane  noted  that  in  the  State  of  the  City  Address,  Mayor  Willie  Brown, 
mentioned  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  was  currently  holding  up  the 
Cogeneration  Build  Contract.  Mayor  Brown  alluded  that  holding  up  the  contract 
does  a  disservice  to  the  Southeast  community.  He  endorsed  approval  of  the 
contract  due  to  its  major  benefits  to  the  community. 

a.      Status  Report  on  Program  Management. 

John  Kluesener  of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Alliance  (SFWA)  gave  a  status 
report  on  program  management  services.  The  SFWA  contract  was 
confirmed  on  September  21 ,  2000  and  Notice  to  Proceed  was  issued  on 
September  22.  He  said  that  16  SFWA  staff  moved  to  875  Stevenson  Street 
on  September  30. 

Mr.  Kluesener  reported  that  the  SFWA  received  eight  task  orders  to  date. 
Two  of  them  were  major  tasks:  program  management  services  and  the  10- 
year  CIP  baseline  program.  The  program  management  services  lays  the 
groundwork  for  the  overall  program  and  processes  and  systems  needed  to 
manage  SFPUC's  Capital  Improvement  Program.  With  regard  to  the  10- 
Year  CIP  program  task,  SFWA  was  taking  the  information  developed  by  the 
CIP  2000  team  to  develop  conceptual  cost  estimates  and  priorities.  They 
would  have  the  first  cut  schedule  in  3-1/2  months.  The  SFWA  team  is  also 
reviewing  the  cost  estimates  of  three  major  projects  with  the  end  in  view  of 
improving  the  cost  estimate  database  program. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  whether  SFWA  had  received  their  first  year's 
performance  measure  tasks.  Mr.  Kluesener  stated  that  they  were  embodied 
in  the  program  management  services  contract.  Commissioner  Makras 
asked  about  key  performance  measures  for  the  eight  tasks  SFWA  had 
already  received.  Mr.  Kluesener  stated  that  they  were  aware  of  the  goals  of 
the  tasks  given  to  date.  They  are  also  looking  at  submitting  monthly  reports 
based  on  information  given  by  all  departments. 

Regarding  MBE  goals,  Mr.  Kluesener  stated  that  for  the  eight  task  orders, 
they  met  9%  of  the  10%  WBE  goal  and  20%  of  the  30%  MBE  goal. 

Commissioner  Makras  inquired  what  the  goal  was  for  receiving  task  orders 
for  the  first  year  of  the  contract.  Mr.  Kluesener  stated  that  the  first  2  to  3 
months  of  the  program  they  expect  to  receive  the  majority  of  the  tasks  for 
the  first  12  months  of  the  contract.  Mr.  Mullane  concurred. 
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Commissioner  Cook  inquired  about  the  status  of  a  training  program  for  staff. 
Mr.  Kluesener  stated  tliat  they  have  been  awarded  the  tasi<  order  and  they 
have  started  assessing  specific  areas  to  train  people.  They  expect  to  come 
up  with  a  defined  training  program  within  six  to  nine  months. 

President  Normandy  cautioned  the  involvement  of  the  program 
management  team  in  little  tasks  when  they  should  be  providing  objective 
assistance  to  SFPUC  in  developing  the  Capital  Improvement  Program, 
prioritizing  projects  and  putting  the  best  costs  to  them.    He  suggested  that 
SFWA  get  in  touch  with  SFPUC's  communications  staff.  He  emphasized 
the  need  for  continuing  communication  to  ratepayers  and  stakeholders 
about  the  progress  of  the  Capital  Improvement  Program.  He  encouraged 
SFWA  to  come  to  the  Commission  as  soon  as  a  problem  develops. 

b.  Public  Meetings  on  Fluoridation. 

Mr.  Mullane  reported  that  SFPUC  would  be  conducting  public  outreach 
meetings  in  San  Jose  and  San  Mateo  sometime  in  November  concerning 
fluoridation.  He  advised  that  there  is  a  vocal  minority  that  opposed 
fluoridation  and  possible  negative  media  coverage  about  SFPUC.  The 
meetings  would  hopefully  enlighten  the  minority.  Chief  health  officers  of 
four  counties  that  received  our  water  were  invited  to  talk  about  the  benefits 
of  fluoridation.  Scientific  data  that  fluoridation  is  safe  and  beneficial  would 
be  presented. 

President  Normandy  asked  what  steps  are  being  taken  to  make  sure  that 
public  perception  is  balanced.  Mr.  Mullane  responded  that  Water  Quality 
staff  had  been  working  with  the  Communications  group  to  provide  a 
balanced  report  for  the  media.  Mr.  Andrew  DeGraca,  Water  Quality  Bureau 
Manager,  stated  that  County  health  officers  from  San  Francisco,  San  Mateo 
and  Santa  Clara  were  invited  to  the  meeting  as  well  as  the  Center  for 
Communicable  Diseases.  They  also  sent  letters  to  different  Mayors  and 
BAWUA  agencies.  President  Normandy  suggested  getting  as  much  input 
from  all  sectors  as  possible. 

Mr.  Arthur  Jensen,  BAWUA  General  Manager,  stated  that  BAWUA  agencies 
are  conducting  their  own  workshops  on  fluoridation  in  their  own 
communities. 

c.  Mission  Valley  Rock  Lease  -  Legislative  Status. 

Mr.  Mullane  reported  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  passed  a  resolution 
urging  the  PUC  to  convene  a  public  hearing  to  reconsider  alternative  uses 
for  the  PUC-owned  land  in  Sunol.  The  SFPUC  approved  the  lease  of  the 
land  for  quarrying.  Mr.  Mullane  noted  that  Supervisor  Ammiano  also  wanted 
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to  hold  a  hearing  before  the  Finance  Committee  on  the  quarry  lease  and 
other  alternative  proposals  for  the  land.  Both  aspects  were  planned  to  be 
heard  on  the  same  day. 

President  Normandy  asked  whether  the  hearing  before  the  Board  could  be 
scheduled  sooner.  Mr.  Mullane  said  that  the  matter  was  declared  to  be 
under  the  30-day  rule  of  the  Board  and  that  November  15  was  the  earliest 
hearing  date.  Vicki  Clayton,  Utilities  General  Counsel,  explained  the  30-day 
rule.  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  declared  the  matter  to  be 
under  the  30-day  rule.  Any  member  of  the  Board  after  30  days  can  bring 
the  matter  from  the  Finance  Committee  to  the  full  Board  on  any  Monday  and 
request  that  the  matter  be  brought  to  the  Board  next  Monday. 

Commissioner  Makras  suggested  that  staff  hand  deliver  a  letter  to 
Supervisor  Ammiano  and  that  the  letter  state  the  fact  that  if  a  ballot  initiative 
in  Sunol  should  pass  and  this  lease  is  not  approved,  the  ratepayers  would 
substantially  be  impacted  with  over  a  lifetime  of  rate  increases  in  their  water 
bills.  He  suggested  that  the  letter  should  be  positive  in  nature  and 
recognizable  of  the  Board's  intent  to  expand  the  public  process  and  at  the 
same  time  state  the  grave  consequences  to  San  Francisco  if  it  is  further 
delayed.  Commissioner  Cook  concurred  with  Commissioner  Makras's 
suggestion.  He  said  he  could  not  see  any  other  uses  for  the  land  that  could 
provide  larger  economic  benefits  to  San  Francisco.  Commissioner  Caen 
also  concurred  and  suggested  that  the  letter  emphasize  the  potential 
revenue  of  quarry  operations  and  the  much  needed  water  storage. 
President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  do  as  suggested. 

Mr.  Mullane  suggested  addressing  the  letter  to  all  members  of  the  Finance 
Committee  rather  than  just  one  member.  Commissioner  Caen  suggested 
sending  copies  to  all  members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

Mr.  Jensen  commented  that  he  would  encourage  BAWUA  members  to  send 
letters  to  the  Finance  Committee  and  the  Mayor's  Office  to  express  their 
support  for  approval  of  the  lease.  A  copy  of  the  letter  would  be  provided  to 
the  Commission. 

Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  (BAWUA)  General  Manager's  Report 

a,      BAWUA  Member  Activities. 

Arthur  Jensen,  General  Manager  of  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association, 
gave  a  presentation  concerning  activities  undertaken  by  some  BAWUA 
member  agencies  to  improve  the  quality  and  reliability  of  water  supply  and 
service  in  their  areas.  The  City  of  Redwood  City  is  a  participant  in  a  joint 
water  recycling  water  project  through  the  South  Bay  Sewer  Authority.  They 
have  initiated  a  general  plan  update  emphasizing  water  supply  expansion 
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and  demand  management.  The  City  of  Sunnyvale  is  building  a  two  million 
gallon  storage  reservoir  and  is  also  working  on  transmission  upgrades.  The 
Alameda  County  Water  District  is  involved  in  a  supply  protection  and 
enhancement  project  desalinating  groundwater  near  the  bay.  They  are 
increasing  their  water  reliability  with  a  plan  to  build  a  50,000  acre-feet  of 
storage  and  they  are  currently  negotiating  for  additional  1 0,000  acre-feet  of 
storage.  The  Mid-Peninsula  Water  District  (formerly  known  as  Belmont)  is 
looking  into  upgrading  interties  with  neighboring  systems  and  providing 
SCADA  to  these  interties.  They  are  also  increasing  their  water  storage 
capacity  from  3  days  to  over  five  days.  The  County  of  San  Mateo  would  be 
transferring  the  system  to  the  City  of  East  Palo  Alto  and  a  new  storage  will 
be  provided. 

President  Normandy  thanked  Mr.  Jensen  for  the  presentation. 

9.  Public  Comments  on  matters  not  on  today's  agenda. 
There  were  none. 

REGULAR  BUSINESS 

10.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Interim  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan. 

Michael  Carlin,  Manager,  Bureau  of  Strategic  and  Systems  Planning,  showed 
overhead  slides  concerning  the  Interim  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan.  He 
presented  a  background  of  the  project,  talked  about  the  elements  of  the  proposed 
plan  and  a  comparison  of  the  previous  shortage  allocation  plan.  He  said  the 
previous  plan  was  not  well  conceived  nor  was  it  well  received  by  the  public  in  San 
Francisco  and  service  areas.  It  was  reactionary  to  drought  and  did  not  support 
water  conservation  or  development  of  alternative  supplies.  The  proposed  interim 
allocation  plan  meets  future  drought  requirements,  satisfies  the  master  contract 
with  suburban  customers,  allocates  water  between  SFPUC  retail  and  wholesale 
customers  collectively,  establishes  two  shortage  conditions  -  voluntary  and 
mandatory  rationing,  provides  water  banking  and  transfers,  and  establishes  excess 
use  charge  schedule.  The  plan  is  applicable  to  shortages  up  to  20%  caused  by 
drought. 

Mr.  Carlin  also  discussed  the  benefits  of  the  plan,  which  include  the  ability  to  do 
more  in-depth  planning,  manage  limited  supply,  encourage  water  conservation, 
encourage  development  of  recycled  water  and  groundwater,  and  provide  local  and 
regional  drought  contingency  planning.  Mr.  Carlin  indicated  that  the  plan  is 
dependent  upon  the  approval  of  the  29  wholesale  customers. 

President  Normandy  inquired  about  excess  use  charge  multipliers.  Mr.  Carlin 
explained  that  the  excess  use  charge  multiplier  was  imposed  during  the  last 
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drought  and  it  was  the  rate  charged  to  a  customer  who  exceeds  the  allocated 
amount  of  water. 

Commissioner  Cook  asked  what  would  happen  if  we  do  not  get  the  approval  of  all 
29  customers.  Mr.  Carlin  responded  that  the  plan  would  not  go  into  effect. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  whether  excess  charges  would  be  waived  for  a 
customer  that  implemented  energy  conservation  retrofits.  Mr.  Carlin  explained  that 
excess  use  charges  are  imposed  on  wholesale  customers  if  they  exceeded  their 
allocation  at  the  wholesale  meter  and  that  goes  to  a  specific  account  towards 
purchase  of  water  or  conservation  measures.  For  individual  customers,  we  have  a 
tiered-rate  system  to  level  the  playing  field  for  those  implementing  water 
conservation  measures. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  what  was  being  planned  for  retail  customers  during 
drought.  Mr.  Mullane  responded  that  staff  would  bring  back  a  specific  plan  for  San 
Francisco.  Mr.  Carlin  stated  that  it  would  be  in  the  next  couple  of  months. 

Commissioner  Caen  inquired  how  could  the  plan  encourage  conservation.  Mr. 
Carlin  explained  that  the  last  time  we  had  a  drought  the  water  was  allocated  based 
on  previous  year's  use  and  that  was  not  equitable.  The  proposal  before  the 
Commission  allocates  water  between  SFPUC  and  suburban  customers  equitably, 
and  it  encourages  conservation  among  the  29  customers,  continues  to  encourage 
conservation  in  San  Francisco  and  development  of  alternative  water  supply. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  further  explanation  concerning  water  bank  credits  and 
transfers  of  banked  water.  Mr.  Carlin  explained  that  carry  over  bank  credit  is 
provided  as  an  incentive  to  know  that  the  customers  have  some  reserve  water 
supply  to  draw  on  if  needed.  The  plan  does  not  allow  people  to  carry  over  bank 
credits  at  the  end  of  the  shortage  period.  Also  accumulation  of  bank  credits  will  be 
stopped  if  it  becomes  excessive.  Commissioner  Caen  asked  if  the  bank  credit 
figures  were  available.  Mr.  Carlin  would  provide  it  to  the  Commission. 

Public  Comments: 

Arthur  Jensen,  General  Manager  of  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association, 
commented  that  if  there  would  be  no  unanimity  from  suburban  agencies  they 
would  try  to  explore  the  reason  and  seek  ratification  of  that,  but  he  does  not 
believe  that  there  would  be  a  problem  with  the  suburban  agencies  not  supporting 
the  plan. 

Patrick  Sweetland,  Director  of  Water  and  Wastewater  Services  of  the  City  of  Daly 
City,  and  a  member  of  BAWUA  Board  of  Directors,  handed  out  a  resolution 
adopted  by  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  endorsing  the  Interim  Water 
Shortage  Allocation  Plan.  He  spoke  in  favor  of  the  plan  as  it  provides  basis  for 
future  planning  activities. 
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Ric  Ferguson,  member  of  the  Utility  Commission  of  tfie  City  Palo  Alto  commented 
in  favor  of  the  plan. 

Commissioner  Makras  commented  that  the  1984  Settlement  Agreement  with 
suburban  purchasers  does  not  obligate  SFPUC  to  approve  an  allocation  plan.  He 
stated  that  should  we  institute  rationing  we  can  simply  agree  on  a  plan  and  it  will 
be  up  to  our  suburban  customers  to  challenge  our  allocation.  He  suggested 
looking  at  the  advantage  of  an  optional  agreement.  He  was  concerned  that  the 
penalty  rate  outlined  for  excess  usage  was  tied  to  no  basis  but  our  rates.  He  was 
not  sure  that  it  is  prudent  to  agree  on  a  penalty  rate  when  we  do  not  know  the  cost 
of  water  in  a  drought  year.  Since  this  contract  allows  us  not  to  proceed  with  this 
we  can  impose  any  allocation  plan  based  on  facts  rather  than  predicting  the  cost  of 
water  in  drought  situation.  Mr.  Cariin  stated  this  is  one  of  the  items  to  be 
negotiated  with  the  suburban  customers  within  six  months.  He  concurred  that  we 
were  not  required  to  have  a  shortage  allocation  plan  but  if  we  do  not  have  a  plan, 
and  should  there  be  a  drought,  we  would  base  our  allocations  on  previous  year 
usage  and  that  would  not  be  equitable.  He  noted  that  the  proposed  plan  was 
negotiated  with  suburban  agencies. 

Mr.  Mullane  pointed  out  that  penalty  charges  offset  the  loss  of  revenue  as 
consumption  goes  down  and  customers  start  conserving  water.  Revenues  from 
penalty  charges  are  also  used  to  purchase  additional  water  supply. 

Commissioner  Makras  reiterated  that  he  would  rather  make  a  decision  based  on 
facts  and  assess  penalties  based  on  the  actual  cost  of  water.  He  said  he  was 
voting  against  the  item  and  he  did  not  feel  it  necessary  to  adopt  a  plan  when  the 
Commission  is  totally  and  unequivocally  protected  by  Section  7.03C  of  the 
settlement  agreement  with  suburban  customers.  Mr.  Cariin  stated  that  the 
allocation  plan  is  treated  separately  from  the  rate  structure.  The  excess  usage 
charge  applies  to  the  wholesale  meter  and  is  part  of  the  rate  structure. 

Mr.  Jensen  commented  that  under  the  Water  Supply  Master  Plan,  measures  were 
designed  to  increase  the  reliability  of  the  system  for  existing  customers  and  the 
purchase  of  water  during  a  dry  year  is  called  for  in  the  plan.  Putting  that  measure 
into  place  mitigates  impact  of  water  shortages  in  case  of  drought  and  voids  this 
kind  of  plan.  He  said  the  plan  is  a  cost  effective  way  to  deal  with  purchase  of  water 
during  dry  years.  He  requested  approval  of  the  item. 

President  Normandy  pointed  out  that  the  plan  is  interim  to  prepare  for  a  possibility 
of  drought.  He  directed  staff  to  implement  a  conservation  plan  for  ratepayers  in 
San  Francisco  and  look  at  a  conservation  plan  that  will  extend  beyond  the  20%  the 
plan  calls  for.  He  stated  that  he  believed  that  it  is  in  the  City's  best  interest  to 
move  forward  with  the  item. 
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Commissioner  Caen  moved  to  adopt  the  item  and  requested  to  remove  tiie  excess 
cliarge  multiplier  and  work  with  BAWUA  toward  some  conclusions. 

Mr.  Jensen  stated  that  he  would  support  moving  it  forward  without  the  excess 
charge  multiplier  and  would  work  with  staff  to  develop  a  system  to  put  that  in  place. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  the  item  looked  better  without  the  excess 
charge.  However  he  disagreed  that  the  plan  was  only  interim  as  the  document 
expires  in  year  2009.  President  Normandy  suggested  addressing  the  issues  of 
the  meaning  of  "interim"  and  the  contract  term  at  the  time  when  we  have  approval 
of  the  29  agencies  and  the  item  is  brought  back  to  the  Commission. 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  staff  to  provide  the  Commission  with  a  copy  of 
the  contract  and  the  1984  Settlement  Agreement  and  any  other  resolutions  that 
amended  the  contract.  President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  highlight  sections  in 
the  contract  that  pertain  to  the  resolution. 

President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  work  on  the  plans  for  wholesale  and  retail 
customers,  analyze  what  would  happen  if  we  were  to  exceed  the  20%,  and 
recommend  incentives  for  San  Francisco. 

Commissioner  Makras  suggested  that  when  a  similar  item  comes  up,  that  the  item 
state  whether  the  action  requested  is  in  accordance  with  an  existing  contract  so 
that  the  Commission  is  aware  as  to  whether  or  not  they  are  obligated  to  pursue  a 
resolution  and  what  might  have  necessitated  an  action. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-1).  Commissioner  Makras  voted  nay. 

Resolution  No.  00-0244:     Adopt  the  Interim  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan  for 

allocating  water  between  the  SFPUC  and  suburban 
wholesale  water  customers  during  water  shortages. 

Report  on  the  progress  of  the  implementation  of  the  Lake  Merced  Comprehensive 
Management  Plan. 

Mr.  Carlin  gave  a  brief  report  concerning  the  Lake  Merced  Comprehensive 
Management  Plan  project.  There  is  not  much  development  at  this  time  but  staff  is 
continually  working  with  the  Lake  Merced  Task  Force  to  come  up  with  resolutions 
to  the  lake  water  level,  and  recreation  and  natural  resource  issues.    They  also 
have  been  working  to  move  ahead  with  eight  conceptual  designs  with  regards  to 
the  storm  water  canal  and  diversion  program. 

Commissioner  Caen  referred  to  a  letter  from  Supervisor  Mabel  Teng  that  the 
SFPUC  was  not  represented  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  Task  Force.  Mr.  Carlin 
stated  that  he  was  SFPUC's  representative  to  the  task  force  but  he  had  a  personal 
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emergency  at  that  time  and  was  unable  to  attend.  He  would  respond  and 
apologize  in  writing  to  Supervisor  Teng.  President  Normandy  suggested 
designating  an  alternate  representative  should  Mr.  Carlin  is  unable  to  make  future 
meetings  of  the  task  force. 

Commissioner  Cook  asked  about  water  allocation  to  Lake  Merced.  Mr.  Carlin  will 
respond  at  a  later  date. 

No  action  was  taken  on  Item  1 1 . 


12.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  William  C.  Olinger,  Water  Construction 
and  Maintenance  Superintendent. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0245:     Adopt  a  resolution  commending  William  Olinger  on  the 

occasion  of  his  retirement  from  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission. 

LEASES  AND  PERMITS 

13.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  ownership  of  the  Balboa  Reservoir. 

Gary  Dowd,  Manager  of  the  Bureau  of  Commercial  Land  Management,  pointed  out 
that  this  action  would  be  subject  to  a  future  property  exchange  agreement  term 
with  the  City  College  of  San  Francisco,  which  has  not  been  finalized.  President 
Normandy  noted  that  the  item  was  to  establish  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding 
to  authorize  staff  to  proceed  with  negotiations  to  reconfigure  the  property  and 
negotiate  the  terms. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0246:     Authorizing  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

execute  on  behalf  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  a  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU) 
with  the  City  College  of  San  Francisco  (CC)  regarding 
ownership  of  the  Balboa  Reservoir  generally  located 
north  of  Ocean  Avenue  and  west  of  Phelan  Avenue  in 
San  Francisco,  California,  and  the  proposed  uses, 
development  funding  and  implementation  schedule. 
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CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 


Advertise 

14.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2302. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  adopt  tiie 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0247:     Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications;  and 

authorize  bid  call  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2302,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Installation  in  Francisco  Street  between  Columbus 
Avenue  and  Stockton  Street;  in  Chestnut  Street 
between  Montgomery  Street  and  Sansome  Street;  in 
Lombard  Street  between  Powell  Street  and  Stockton 
Street;  and  in  Filbert  Street  between  Mason  Street  and 
Grant  Avenue. 

Award 

Items  15  and  16  were  taken  together. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  Items  15 
and  16;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

15.  Resolution  No.  00-0248:     Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2329,  College  Hill  Reservoir  Seismic  Retrofit  & 
Improvement,  for  $4,347,331  to  Mitchell  Engineering. 

16.  Resolution  No.  00-0249:     Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2344,  Forest  Hill  Steel  Tank  Replacement,  in  the 
amount  of  $1,023,1 17  to  Mitchell  Engineering. 

Close 

17.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
.  128. 

Commissioner  Makras  expressed  concerns  with  the  substantial  delay  in 
completing  the  contract.  The  contract  duration  was  222  days  and  completed  in 
324  days. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 
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Resolution  No.  00-0250:     Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-128,  North  Point  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  Improvements-Phase  3A;  and  authorize 
final  payment  of  $43,384  to  Homer  J.  Olsen,  Inc. 

PROFESSIONAL  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 

Advertise 

18.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  legislative  representation  and  advocacy 
services. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  President  Normandy  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0251 :     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

issue  a  Request  for  Proposal  to  provide  legislative 
representation  and  advocacy  services  concerning 
water,  energy,  wastewater,  and  natural  resources 
matters. 

Award 

19.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Contract  No.  CS-520  -  Operation  and 
Maintenance  of  a  Cogeneration  Facility  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control 
Plant.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of  October  10,  2000.) 

Jon  Loiacono  of  the  Bureau  of  Water  Pollution  Control,  talked  about  the  aspects  of 
the  Operations  and  Maintenance  (O&M)  agreement  that  was  part  of  the  original 
contract  to  design  and  build  a  cogeneration  plant.  He  explained  that  it  was  prudent 
to  award  the  O&M  agreement  with  the  design  build  developer.  He  stated  that  the 
first  two  years  of  most  projects  require  extensive  staff  time  dealing  with  warranty 
and  design  issues  and  the  design  build  developer  should  bear  that  burden.  Staff 
requested  a  5-year  agreement  with  the  option  to  cancel  at  anytime.  Mr.  Loiacono 
noted  that  Local  39,  representing  stationery  engineers,  was  initially  concerned  with 
the  O&M  agreement  but  later  supported  a  2-year  agreement. 

Commissioner  Makras  pointed  out  that  this  a  leap  forward  in  the  way  we  look  at 
contracts.  He  suggested  changing  the  term  to  two  years  and  removing  the 
liquidated  damage  cap  of  30%  of  the  total  contract.  The  resolution  does  not 
address  the  liquidated  damage  but  it  was  incorporated  in  the  body  of  the  contract. 

Commissioner  Makras  moved,  Commissioner  Bhatt  seconded  to  adopt  the 
resolution  as  amended.  Commissioner  Caen  voted  nay  as  it  did  not  call  for  a 
review  of  the  contract  after  2  years.  The  motion  passed  4-1 . 
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Commissioner  IVIakras  moved,  and  Commissioner  Bhatt  seconded  to  reconsider 
the  item;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Laurie  Park,  Acting  General  Manager  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power, 
suggested  a  term  for  a  period  of  two  years  with  an  option  to  extend  up  to  5  years. 
She  stated  that  Sierra  Detroit  is  an  expert  in  the  field  and  she  did  not  expect  that 
this  is  a  highly  risky  operation  but  that  she  would  like  to  work  out  all  the  bugs 
before  the  contract  expires. 

Commissioner  Caen  concurred  with  staff's  recommendation,  as  it  will  suffice  Local 
39's  request  as  well  as  continuity  at  the  SFPUC.  Commissioner  Makras  expressed 
reluctance  with  a  five-year  contract.  He  wanted  to  revisit  it  as  something  new  at 
the  end  of  two  years  rather  than  extending  the  contract.  Commissioner  Caen 
emphasized  that  the  company  is  an  expert  in  this  area  and  there  was  not  too  many 
of  them  around. 

President  Normandy  suggested  amending  the  resolution  to  change  the  contract 
term  to  a  period  of  two  years  with  an  option  to  extend  to  five  years  following 
commercial  operation  with  annual  reviews. 

Commissioner  Makras  moved.  Commissioner  Bhatt  seconded  to  adopt  the 
resolution  as  amended;  passed  unanimously  (5-0). 

Resolution  No.  00-0252:     Award  a  contract  to  Sierra  Detroit  Diesel  Allison  to 

operate  and  maintain  a  cogeneration  plant  at  the 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  for  a  period  of 
up  to  two  years  following  Commercial  Operation. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

20.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  no  public  comments. 

21 .  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  went  into  Closed  Session  at  3:50  P.M.  to  discuss  the 
following  matters: 
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22.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code 
Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 


Parties  Negotiating: 


Property: 


Under  Negotiation: 


3+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property  in 
Pleasanton  off  Bemal  Avenue  referred  to  as  the  Civic 
Center  parcel. 

Dowd/Lymburn/Malamut/Sullivan 
City  of  Pleasanton 
Terms  and  Conditions 


Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P. 
Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R. 
Thompson,  Deputy  City  Attorneys  John  Malamut  and  Charles  Sullivan,  and  Bureau 
of  Commercial  Land  Management  Manager  Gary  Dowd. 

No  action  was  taken. 

23.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code 
Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 

Property:  500+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property 

on  Bernal  Avenue  in  Alameda  County 

Parties  Negotiating:  Dowd/Lymburn/Malamut/Sullivan 

GHC  Bernal  Investors  LLC 

Under  Negotiation:       Terms  and  Conditions 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P. 
Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R. 
Thompson,  Deputy  City  Attorneys  John  Malamut  and  Charles  Sullivan,  and  Bureau 
of  Commercial  Land  Management  Manager  Gary  Dowd. 

No  action  was  taken. 

24.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(b): 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Plaintiff 

Potential  claims  against  PG&E  for  overcharges. 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P. 
Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R. 
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Thompson,  and  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power  Acting  General  Manager  Laurie 
Park. 

No  action  was  taken. 

25.  Conference  witli  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(b)(3)(E): 

Anticipated  Litigation:    As  Defendant 

Mr.  John  Edgcomb,  representing  Save  Our  Sunol,  called 
the  City  Attorney's  office  on  October  1 8,  2000  and  stated 
that  he  would  be  filing  suit  against  the  City  at  the  end  of  the 
month. 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P. 
Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  Genera!  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary 
Jill  R.  Thompson. 

No  action  was  taken. 

26.  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.8: 

Property:  125  El  Camino  Del  Mar 

Parties  Negotiating:      Gary  Dowd 

The  American  Land  Conservancy 
Under  Negotiation:        Price  and  Terms 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P. 
Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R. 
Thompson,  and  Bureau  of  Commercial  Land  Management  Manager  Gary  Dowd. 

No  action  was  taken. 

27.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.1 0(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P. 
Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R. 
Thompson,  and  Acting  Bureau  of  Personnel  &  Training  Manager  Therese  Madden. 
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No  action  was  taken. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session  at  4:32 


28.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  no  action  was  taken  during  Closed  Session. 

29.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  not  to  disclose 
the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:      4:33  P.M. 


P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0244 


WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  in  collaboration  with  the  Bay  Area  Water 
Users  Association,  representing  the  Suburban  Purchasers  collectively,  developed  an  Interim 
Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan  (the  Plan)  pursuant  to  Section  7.03(a)  of  the  1984  Settlement 
Agreement  and  Master  Water  Sales  Contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Plan  identifies  a  water  allocation  method  to  be  used  to  determine  the 
fair  and  reasonable  share  of  water  between  the  SFPUC  and  its  Suburban  Purchasers  during  times 
when  the  SFPUC  determines  a  system-wide  water  shortage  caused  by  drought;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  allocation  method  described  in  this  Plan  will  be  effective  for  system- 
wide  shortages  up  to  20  percent  during  droughts;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Plan  provides  for  water  transfers,  banking  and  excess  use  charges; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  adopts  the  Interim  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan, 
as  attached;  and,  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  the  Interim  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan  does  not  take 
effect  unless  adopted  by  all  29  Suburban  Purchasers. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Pubiic  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of      October  24,  2000  ^   


Secretar] 


Public  Utilities  Commission 


Interim  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan 


This  Interim  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan  ("Plan")  describes  the  method  for  allocating  water 
between  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  ("SFPUC")  and  the  Suburban  Purchasers 
collectively  during  shortages  caused  by  drought.  The  Plan  implements  a  method  for  allocating 
water  among  the  individual  Suburban  Purchasers  which  has  been  adopted  by  the  Suburban 
Purchasers.  The  Plan  includes  provisions  for  transfers,  banking,  and  excess  use  charges.  The 
Plan  applies  only  when  the  SFPUC  determines  that  a  system-wide  water  shortage  due  to  drought 
exists,  and  all  references  to  "shortages"  and  "water  shortages"  are  to  be  so  understood.  This  Plan 
is  adopted  pursuant  to  Section  7.03(a)  of  the  1984  Settlement  Agreement  and  Master  Water  Sales 
Contract  ("Master  Contract"). 

SECTION  1.      shortage  CONDITIONS 

l.L  Proiected  Available  SFPUC  Water  Supply.  The  SFPUC  shall  make  an  annual 
determination  as  to  whether  or  not  a  shortage  condition  exists.  The  determination  of  projected 
available  water  supply  shall  consider,  among  other  things,  stored  water,  projected  runoff,  water 
acquired  by  the  SFPUC  from  non-SFPUC  sources,  inactive  storage,  reservoir  losses,  allowance 
for  carryover  storage,  and  water  bank  balances,  if  any,  described  in  Section  3. 

1.2  Proiected  SFPUC  Purchases.  The  SFPUC  will  utilize  purchase  data,  including  volumes  of 
water  purchased  by  the  Suburban  Purchasers  and  by  Direct  City  Water  Users  (as  those  terms  are 
used  in  the  Master  Contract)  in  the  year  immediately  prior  to  the  drought,  along  with  other 
available  relevant  information,  as  a  basis  for  determining  projected  system-wide  water  purchases 
from  the  SFPUC  for  the  upcoming  year. 

1.3.  Shortage  Conditions.    The  SFPUC  will  compare  the  available  water  supply  (Section  1.1) 
with  projected  system- wide  water  purchases  (Section  1 .2).  A  shortage  condition  exists  if  the 
SFPUC  determines  that  the  projected  available  water  supply  is  less  than  projected  system-wide 
water  purchases  in  the  upcoming  Supply  Year  (defined  as  the  period  from  July  1  through  June 
30).  When  a  shortage  condition  exists,  SFPUC  will  determine  whether  voluntary  or  mandatory 
actions  will  be  required  to  reduce  purchases  of  SFPUC  water  to  required  levels. 

1.3.1  Voluntary  Response.  If  the  SFPUC  determines  that  voluntary  actions  will  be  sufficient  to 
accomplish  the  necessary  reduction  in  water  use  throughout  its  service  area,  the  SFPUC  and  the 
Suburban  Purchasers  will  make  good  faith  efforts  to  reduce  their  water  purchases  to  stay  within 
their  annual  shortage  allocations  and  associated  monthly  water  use  budgets.  The  SFPUC  will  not 
impose  excess  use  charges  during  periods  of  voluntary  rationing,  but  may  suspend  the 
prospective  accumulation  of  water  bank  credits,  or  impose  a  ceiling  on  further  accumulation  of 
bank  credits,  consistent  with  Section  3.2.1  of  this  Plan. 

1.3.2  Mandatory  Response.  If  the  SFPUC  determines  that  mandatory  actions  will  be  required 
to  accomplish  the  necessary  reduction  in  water  use  in  the  SFPUC  service  area,  the  SFPUC  may 
implement  excess  use  charges  as  set  forth  in  Section  4  of  this  Plan. 
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1.4.  Period  of  Shortage.  A  shortage  period  commences  when  the  SFPUC  determines  that  a 
water  shortage  exists,  as  set  forth  in  a  declaration  of  water  shortage  emergency  issued  by  the 
SFPUC  pursuant  to  California  Water  Code  Sections  350  et  seq.  Termination  of  the  water 
shortage  emergency  will  be  declared  by  resolution  of  the  SFPUC. 

SECTION  2.       SHORTAGE  ALLOCATIONS 

2.1.  Annual  Allocations  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  Suburban  Purchasers.  The  annual 
water  supply  available  during  shortages  will  be  allocated  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  collective 
Suburban  Purchasers  as  follows: 


Level  of  System  Wide 
Reduction  in  Water  Use 
Required 

Share  of  Available  Water 

SFPUC  Share 

Suburban  Purchasers 
Share 

5%  or  less 

35.5% 

64.5% 

6%  through  10% 

36.0% 

64.0% 

11%  through  15% 

37.0% 

63.0% 

16%  through  20% 

37.5% 

62.5% 

The  water  allocated  to  the  SFPUC  shall  correspond  to  the  total  allocation  for  all  Direct  City 
Water  Users  as  defined  in  Section  4.01  of  the  Master  Contract. 


2.2  Annual  Allocations  among  the  Suburban  Purchasers.  The  annual  water  supply  allocated 
to  the  Suburban  Purchasers  collectively  during  system  wide  shortages  of  20  percent  or  less  will 
be  apportioned  among  them  based  on  a  methodology  adopted  by  all  of  the  Suburban  Purchasers, 
which  shall  supersede  the  provisions  of  Section  7.03(b)  of  the  Master  Contract,  as  contemplated 
in  Section  7.03(a)  of  the  Master  Contract.  In  any  year  for  which  the  methodology  must  be 
applied,  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  ("BAWUA")  will  calculate  each  Suburban 
Purchaser's  individual  percentage  share  of  the  amount  of  water  allocated  to  the  Suburban 
Purchasers  collectiyely  pursuant  to  Section  2.1 .  Following  the  declaration  or  reconfirmation  of  a 
water  shortage  emergency  by  the  SFPUC,  BAWUA  will  deliver  to  the  SFPUC  General  Manager 
a  list,  signed  by  the  President  of  BAWUA' s  Board  of  Directors  and  its  General  Manager, 
showing  each  Suburban  Purchaser  together  with  its  percentage  share  and  stating  that  the  list  has 
been  prepared  in  accordance  with  the  methodology  adopted  by  the  Suburban  Purchasers.  The 
SFPUC  shall  allocate  water  to  each  Suburban  Purchaser,  as  specified  in  the  list.  The  shortage 
allocations  so  established  may  be  transferred  as  provided  in  Section  2.5  of  this  Plan. 

The  methodology  adopted  by  the  Suburban  Purchasers  utilizes  the  rolling  average  of  each 
individual  Suburban  Purchaser's  purchases  from  the  SFPUC  during  the  three  immediately 
preceding  Supply  Years.  The  SFPUC  agrees  to  provide  BAWUA  by  November  1  of  each  year  a 
list  showing  the  amount  of  water  purchased  by  each  Suburban  Purchaser  during  the  immediately 
preceding  Supply  Year.  The  list  will  be  prepared  using  Customer  Service  Bureau  report 
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MGT440  (or  comparable  official  record  in  use  at  the  time),  adjusted  as  required  for  any  reporting 
errors  or  omissions,  and  will  be  transmitted  by  the  SFPUC  General  Manager  or  his  designee. 

2.3.  Limited  Applicability  of  Plan  to  System  Wide  Shortages  Greater  Than  Twenty 
Percent.  The  allocations  of  water  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  Suburban  Purchasers 
collectively,  provided  for  in  Section  2.1,  apply  only  to  shortages  of  20  percent  or  less.  The 
SFPUC  and  Suburban  Purchasers  recognize  the  possibility  of  a  drought  occurring  which  could 
create  system-wide  shortages  greater  than  20  percent  despite  actions  taken  by  the  SFPUC  aimed 
at  reducing  the  probability  and  severity  of  water  shortages  in  the  SFPUC  service  area.  If  the 
SFPUC  determines  that  a  system  wide  water  shortage  greater  than  20  percent  exists,  the  SFPUC 
and  the  Suburban  Purchasers  agree  to  meet  within  10  days  and  discuss  whether  a  change  is 
required  to  the  allocation  set  forth  in  Section  2.1  in  order  to  mitigate  undue  hardships  that  might 
otherwise  be  experienced  by  individual  Suburban  Purchasers  or  Direct  City  Water  Users. 
Following  these  discussions,  the  water  allocation  set  forth  in  Section  2.1  of  this  Plan,  or  a 
modified  version  thereof,  may  be  adopted  by  mutual  written  consent  of  the  SFPUC  and  the 
Suburban  Purchasers.  If  the  SFPUC  and  Suburban  Purchasers  meet  and  cannot  agree  on  an 
appropriate  allocation  within  30  days  of  the  SFPUC's  determination  of  water  shortage  greater  . 
than  20  percent,  then  (1)  the  provisions  of  Section  7.03(b)  of  the  Master  Contract  will  apply, 
unless  (2)  all  of  the  Suburban  Purchasers  direct  in  writing  that  an  allocation  methodology  agreed 
to  by  them  be  used  to  apportion  the  water  to  be  made  available  to  the  Suburban  Purchasers 
collectively,  in  lieu  of  the  provisions  of  Section  7.03(b). 

The  provisions  of  this  Plan  relating  to  transfers  (in  Section  2.5),  banking  (in  Section  3),  and 
excess  use  charges  (in  Section  4)  shall  continue  to  apply  during  system-wide  shortages  greater 
than  20  percent. 

2.4.  Monthly  Water  Budgets.  Within  10  days  after  adopting  a  declaration  of  water  shortage 
emergency,  the  SFPUC  will  determine  the  amount  of  water  allocated  to  the  Suburban  Purchasers 
collectively  pursuant  to  Section  2.1.  The  SFPUC  General  Manager,  using  the  percentages  shown 
on  the  list  delivered  by  BAWUA  pursuant  to  Section  2.2,  will  calculate  each  Suburban 
Purchaser's  individual  armual  allocation.  The  SFPUC  General  Manager,  or  his  designee,  will 
then  provide  each  Suburban  Purchaser  with  a  proposed  schedule  of  monthly  water  budgets  based 
on  the  pattern  of  monthly  water  purchases  during  the  Supply  Year  immediately  preceding  the 
declaration  of  shortage  (the  "Default  Schedule").  Each  Suburban  Purchaser  may,  within  two 
weeks  of  receiving  its  Default  Schedule,  provide  the  SFPUC  with  an  alternative  monthly  water 
budget  that  reschedules  its  annual  shortage  allocation  over  the  course  of  the  succeeding  Supply 
Year.  If  a  Suburban  Purchaser  does  not  deliver  an  alternative  monthly  water  budget  to  the 
SFPUC  within  two  weeks  of  its  receipt  of  the  Default  Schedule,  then  its  monthly  budget  for  the 
ensuing  Supply  Year  shall  be  the  Default  Schedule  proposed  by  the  SFPUC. 

Monthly  water  budgets  will  be  derived  from  annual  allocations  for  purposes  of  accounting  for 
excess  use.  Monthly  water  budgets  shall  be  adjusted  during  the  year  to  account  for  transfers  of 
shortage  allocation  under  Section  2.5  and  transfers  of  banked  water  under  Section  3.4. 

2.5.  Transfers  of  Shortage  Allocations.  Voluntary  transfers  of  shortage  allocations  between  the 
SFPUC  and  any  Suburban  Purchasers,  and  between  any  Suburban  Purchasers,  will  be  permitted 
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using  the  same  procedure  as  that  for  transfers  of  banked  water  set  forth  in  Section  3.4.  The 
SFPUC  and  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  (BAWUA)  shall  be  notified  of  each  transfer. 
Transfers  of  shortage  allocations  shall  be  deemed  to  be  emergency  transfers  described  in 
Sections  7.05  and  7.07(a)  of  the  Master  Contract  and  shall  become  effective  on  the  third  business 
day  after  notice  of  the  transfer  has  been  delivered  to  the  SFPUC.  Transfers  of  shortage 
allocations  shall  be  in  compliance  with  Section  7.05  of  the  Master  Contract.  The  transferring 
parties  will  meet  with  the  SFPUC,  if  requested,  to  discuss  any  effect  the  transfer  may  have  on  its 
operations. 

SECTION  3.       SHORTAGE  WATER  BANKING 

3.1.  Water  Bank  Accounts.  The  SFPUC  shall  create  a  water  bank  account  for  itself  and  each 
Suburban  Purchaser  during  shortages  in  conjunction  with  its  resale  customer  billing  process. 
Bank  accounts  will  account  for  amounts  of  water  that  are  either  saved  or  used  in  excess  of  the 
shortage  allocation  for  each  agency;  the  accounts  are  not  used  for  tracking  billings  and 
payments.  When  a  shortage  period  is  in  effect  (as  defined  in  Section  1 .4),  the  following 
provisions  for  bank  credits,  debits,  and  transfers  shall  be  in  force.  A  statement  of  bank  balance 
for  each  Suburban  Purchaser  will  be  included  with  the  SFPUC's  monthly  water  bills. 

3.2.  Bank  Account  Credits.  Each  month,  monthly  purchases  will  be  compared  to  the  monthly 
budget  for  that  month.  Any  unused  shortage  allocation  by  an  agency  will  be  credited  to  that 
agency's  water  bank  account.  Credits  will  accumulate  during  the  entire  shortage  period,  subject 
to  potential  restrictions  imposed  pursuant  to  Section  3.2.1.  Credits  remaining  at  the  end  of  the 
shortage  period  will  be  zeroed  out;  no  financial  or  other  credit  shall  be  granted  for  banked  water. 

3.2.1.  Maximum  Balances.  The  SFPUC  may  suspend  the  prospective  accumulation  of  credits 
in  all  accounts.  Alternatively,  the  SFPUC  may  impose  a  ceiling  on  further  accumulation  of 
credits  in  water  bank  balances  based  on  a  uniform  ratio  of  the  bank  balance  to  the  annual  water  ■ 
allocation.  In  making  a  decision  to  suspend  the  prospective  accumulation  of  water  bank  credits, 
the  SFPUC  shall  consider  the  available  water  supply  as  set  forth  in  Section  1 . 1  of  this  Plan  and 
other  reasonable,  relevant  factors. 

3.3.  Account  Debits.  Each  month,  monthly  purchases  will  be  compared  to  the  budget  for  that 
month.  Purchases  in  excess  of  monthly  budgets  will  be  debited  against  an  agency's  water  bank 
account.  Bank  debits  remaining  at  the  end  of  the  fiscal  year  will  be  subject  to  excess  use  charges 
(see  Section  4). 

3.4.  Transfers  of  Banked  Water.  In  addition  to  the  transfers  of  shortage  allocations  provided 
for  in  Section  2.5,  voluntary  transfers  of  banked  water  will  also  be  permitted  between  the  SFPUC 
and  any  Suburban  Purchaser,  and  among  the  Suburban  Purchasers.  The  volume  of  transferred 
water  will  be  credited  to  the  transferee's  water  bank  account  and  debited  against  the  transferor's 
water  bank  account.  The  transferring  parties  must  notify  the  SFPUC  and  BAWUA  of  each 
transfer  in  writing  (so  that  adjustments  can  be  made  to  bank  accounts),  and  will  meet  with  the 
SFPUC,  if  requested,  to  discuss  any  affect  the  transfer  may  have  on  SFPUC  operations. 
Transfers  of  banked  water  shall  be  deemed  to  be  emergency  transfers  described  in  Sections  7.05 
and  7.07(a)  of  the  Master  Contract  and  shall  become  effective  on  the  third  business  day  after 
notice  of  the  transfer  has  been  delivered  to  the  SFPUC.  If  the  SFPUC  incurs  extraordinary  costs 
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in  implementing  transfers,  it  will  give  written  notice  to  the  transferring  parties  within  ten  (10) 
business  days  after  receipt  of  notice  of  the  transfer.  Extraordinary  costs  means  additional  costs 
directly  attributable  to  accommodating  transfers  and  which  are  not  incurred  in  non-drought  years 
nor  simply  as  a  result  of  the  shortage  condition  itself  Extraordinary  costs  shall  be  calculated  in 
accordance  with  the  procedures  in  the  Master  Contract  and  shall  be  subject  to  the  disclosure  and 
auditing  requirements  in  the  Master  Contract.  In  the  case  of  transfers  between  Suburban 
Purchasers,  such  extraordinary  costs  shall  be  considered  to  be  expenses  chargeable  solely  to 
individual  Suburban  Purchasers  and  shall  be  borne  equally  by  the  parties  to  the  transfer.  In  the 
case  of  transfers  between  the  SFPUC  and  a  Suburban  Purchaser,  the  SFPUC's  share  of  any 
extraordinary  transfer  costs  shall  not  be  added  to  the  Suburban  Revenue  Requirement. 

3.4.1.  Transfer  Limitations.  The  agency  transferring  banked  water  will  be  allowed  to  transfer 
no  more  than  the  accumulated  balance  in  its  bank.  Transfers  of  estimated  prospective  banked 
credits  and  the  "overdrafting"  of  accounts  shall  not  be  permitted.  The  price  of  transfer  water 
originally  derived  from  the  SFPUC  system  is  to  be  determined  by  the  transferring  parties  and  is 
not  specified  herein.  Transfers  of  banked  water  shall  be  in  compliance  with  Section  7.05  of  the 
Master  Contract. 

SECTION  4.       WHOLESALE  EXCESS  USE  CHARGES 

4.L  Amount  of  Excess  Use  Charges.  Monthly  excess  use  charges  shall  be  determined  by  the 
SFPUC  at  the  time  of  the  declared  water  shortage  consistent  with  the  calendar  in  Section  6  and  in 
accordance  with  Section  5.03  of  the  Master  Contract.  The  excess  use  charges  will  be  in  the  form 
of  multipliers  applied  to  the  rate  in  effect  at  the  time  the  excess  use  occurs. 
The  same  excess  use  charge  multipliers  shall  apply  to  the  Suburban  Purchasers  and  all  Direct 
City  Water  Users.  The  excess  use  charge  multipliers  apply  only  to  the  charges  for  water 
delivered  at  the  rate  in  effect  at  the  time  the  excess  use  occurred. 

4.2  Monitoring  Suburban  Water  Use.  During  periods  of  voluntary  rationing,  water  usage 
greater  than  a  customer's  allocation  (as  determined  in  Section  2)  will  be  indicated  on  each 
SFPUC  monthly  water  bill.  During  periods  of  mandatory  rationing,  monthly  and  cumulative 
water  usage  greater  than  a  Suburban  Purchaser's  shortage  allocation  and  the  associated  excess 
use  charges  will  be  indicated  on  each  SFPUC  monthly  water  bill. 

4.3.  Suburban  Excess  Use  Charge  Payments.  An  armual  reconciliation  will  be  made  of  ' 
monthly  excess  use  charges  according  to  the  calendar  in  Section  6.  Annual  excess  use  charges 
will  be  calculated  by  comparing  total  annual  purchases  for  each  Suburban  Purchaser  with  its 
annual  shortage  allocation  (as  adjusted  for  transfers  of  shortage  allocations  and  banked  water,  if 
any).  Excess  use  charge  payments  by  those  Suburban  Purchasers  with  net  excess  use  will  be  paid 
according  to  the  calendar  in  Section  6.  The  SFPUC  and  the  Suburban  Purchasers  have  discussed 
the  possibility  of  dedicating  excess  use  charges  paid  by  Suburban  Purchasers  toward  the 
purchase  of  water  from  the  State  Drought  Water  Bank  or  other  willing  sellers  in  order  to  provide 
additional  water  to  the  Suburban  Purchasers.  The  parties  may  continue  discussions  of  this 
concept  in  order  to  develop  the  accounting  and  operational  details  of  such  a  program.  However, 
unless  and  until  the  SFPUC  and  the  Suburban  Purchasers  agree  in  writing  to  an  amendment  of 
the  Plan  to  implement  such  a  program,  excess  use  charges  paid  by  the  Suburban  Purchasers 
constitute  "revenues  received  from  the  Suburban  Purchasers  for  the  sale  of  water"  for  purposes 
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of  Section  5.07  of  the  Master  Contract. 

SECTION  5.  GENERAL  PROVISIONS  GOVERNING  WATER  SHORTAGE 

ALLOCATION  PLAN 


5.L  Construction  of  Terms.  This  Plan  is  for  the  sole  benefit  of  the  parties  and  shall  not  be 
construed  as  granting  rights  to  any  person  other  than  the  parties  or  imposing  obligations  on  a 
party  to  any  person  other  than  another  party. 

5.2.  Governing  Law.  This  Plan  is  made  under  and  shall  be  governed  by  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
California. 

5.3.  Effect  on  Master  Contract.  This  Plan  describes  the  method  for  allocating  water  between 
the  SFPUC  and  the  collective  Suburban  Purchasers  during  system-wide  water  shortages  of  20 
percent  or  less.  This  Plan  also  provides  for  the  SFPUC  to  allocate  water  among  the  Suburban 
Purchasers  in  accordance  with  directions  provided  by  the  Suburban  Purchasers  through  BAWUA 
under  Section  2.2,  and  to  implement  a  program  by  which  such  allocations  may  be  voluntarily 
transferred  among  the  Suburban  Purchasers.  The  provisions  of  this  Plan  are  intended  to 
implement  Section  7.03(a)  of  the  Master  Contract  and  do  not  affect,  change  or  modify  any  other 
section,  term  or  condition  of  the  Master  Contract. 

5.4.  Role  of  Suburban  Advisory  Group.  Section  8.04  of  the  Master  Contract  identifies  the 
Suburban  Advisory  Group  as  a  forum  for  ensuring  that  the  Suburban  Purchasers  are  informed  of 
matters  affecting  the  SFPUC  water  system.  Regularly  scheduled  meetings  of  the  Suburban 
Advisory  Group  will  be  used  to  ensure  that  the  important  information  concerning  potential  water 
shortages  is  provided  to  the  Suburban  Purchasers  for  consideration  and  examination.  The  parties 
agree  to  meet  upon  request  up  to  two  times  per  month  in  order  to  keep  the  SFPUC  and  the 
Suburban  Advisory  Group  (or  a  subset  of  that  group)  informed  of  the  status  of  the  available 
water  supply  and  measures  under  consideration  to  alleviate  shortage  conditions  affecting  the 
SFPUC  water  system. 

5.5.  Inapplicability  of  Plan  to  Allocation  of  SFPUC  System  Water  During  Non-Shortage 
Periods  and  to  Water  Wheeling.  The  SFPUC 's  agreement  in  this  Plan  to  a  respective  share  of 
SFPUC  system  water  during  years  of  shortage  shall  not  be  construed  to  provide  a  basis  for  the 
allocation  of  water  between  the  SFPUC  and  the  Suburban  Purchasers  when  no  water  shortage 
emergency  exists.  Nor  shall  this  Plan  provide  any  precedent  for  the  transfer,  banking, 
determination  of  available  capacity,  or  rate  to  be  charged  for  water  proposed  to  be  wheeled 
through  the  SFPUC  system  from  non-SFPUC  sources  by  any  person  or  entity  under  Water  Code 
Section  1 8 1 0  et  seq. 

5.6.  Termination.  This  Plan  shall  expire  on  June  30,  2009.  The  SFPUC  and  the  Suburban 
Purchasers  can  mutually  agree  to  revise  or  terminate  this  Plan  prior  to  that  date  due  to  changes  in 
the  water  delivery  capability  of  the  SFPUC  system,  the  acquisition  of  new  water  supplies,  and 
other  factors  affecting  the  availability  of  water  from  the  SFPUC  system  during  times  of  shortage. 
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SECTION  6.  ALLOCATION  CALENDAR 

6.L  Annual  Schedule.  The  annual  schedule  for  the  shortage  allocation  process  is  shown  below. 
This  schedule  may  be  changed  by  the  SFPUC  to  facilitate  implementation. 
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6.1.1 

In  All  Years 

1 .  SFPUC  delivers  list  of  annual  purchases  by  each  Suburban 
Purchaser  during  the  immediately  preceding  Supply  Year 

2.  SFPUC  meets  with  the  Suburban  Advisory  Group  and  presents 
water  supply  forecast  for  the  following  Supply  Year 

3.  SFPUC  issues  initial  estimate  of  available  water  supply 

4.  SFPUC  announces  potential  first  year  of  drought  (if  applicable) 

5.  SFPUC  and  Suburban  Advisory  Group  meet  upon  request  to 
exchange  information  concerning  water  availability  and  projected 
system-wide  purchases 

6.  SFPUC  issues  revised  estimate  of  available  water  supply,  and 
confirms  continued  potential  shortage  conditions,  if  applicable 

7.  SFPUC  issues  final  estimate  of  available  water  supply 

8.  SFPUC  determines  amount  of  water  available  to  Suburban 
Purchasers  collectively 

In  Drought  Years 

9.  SFPUC  formally  declares  the  existence  of  water  shortage 
emergency  (or  end  of  water  shortage  emergency,  if  applicable) 
under  Water  Code  Sections  350  et.  seq. 

1 0.  SFPUC  declares  the  need  for  a  voluntary  or  mandatory  response 

1 1 .  BAWUA  submits  calculation  to  SFPUC  of  individual  Suburban 
Purchasers'  percentage  shares  of  water  allocated  to  Suburban 
Purchasers  collectively 

12.  SFPUC  determines  individual  shortage  allocations,  based  on 
BAWUA's  submittal  of  individual  agency  percentage  shares  to 
SFPUC,  and  monthly  water  budgets  (Default  Schedule) 

13.  Suburban  Purchasers  submit  alternative  monthly  water  budgets 
(optional) 

14.  Final  drought  shortage  allocations  are  issued  for  the  Supply  Year 
beginning  July  1  through  June  30 

15.  Monthly  water  budgets  become  effective 

16.  Excess  use  charges  indicated  on  monthly  Suburban  bills 

17.  Excess  use  charges  paid  by  Suburban  Purchasers  for  prior  year 


Target  Dates 

November  1 

January  1-30 

February  1 
February  1 
February  1 -May  31 

March  1 

March  15 
March  15 

Target  Dates 

March  15-31 

March  15-31 
March  15- 31 

March  25— April  10 

April  8-April  24 
May  1 
July  1 

July  1  (of  the  beginning  year) 
through  June  30  (of  the 
succeeding  year) 
July  of  the  succeeding  year 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0245 


WHEREAS,  Willlann  C.  Olinger  has  served  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
since  August  1,  1966,  starting  at  the  Port;  and 

WHEREAS,  William  C.  Olinger  has  served  the  Public  Utilities  Connnnission,  Water 
Department,  City  Distribution  Division  since  1971  in  positions  of  responsibility;  and 

WHEREAS,  His  devoted  service  and  leadership  qualities  resulted  in  his  being 
appointed  Water  Construction  and  Maintenance  Superintendent  on  July  1,  1985;  and 

WHEREAS,  William  C.  Olinger  earned  a  reputation  of  being  "firm-but-fair"  and  the 
respect  and  admiration  of  all  who  worked  for  him;  and 

WHEREAS,  He  worked  tirelessly  through  a  number  of  years  of  economic  hardship 
to  keep  the  City  Distribution  Division  operating  at  a  high  level  and  his  professional 
knowledge  and  foresight  helped  to  bring  the  Division  into  the  technological  age  so  that 
the  gateroom  is  now  computer  equipped;  and 

WHEREAS,  Native  son,  William  C.  Olinger,  left  his  signature  on  such  critical  civic 
improvement  projects  as  the  Cable  Car  Restoration  Project  (relocating  the  water  mains 
along  the  cable  car  tracks),  and  numerous  other  projects  to  benefit  the  citizens  of  San 
Francisco;  and 

WHEREAS,  Mayor  Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr.  has  recentlyappointed  William  C.  Olingerto 
serve  on  the  Mayor's  Infrastructure  Task  Force  and  his  expertise  and  hands  on 
experience  will  be  invaluable  to  the  process;  and 

WHEREAS,  His  kindness  and  generosity  will  be  sorely  missed  by  his  colleagues 
and  coworkers;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  wishes  to 
commend  William  C.  Olinger  on  his  long  and  hard  working  service  to  the  City,  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  and  the  Water  Department;  and,  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  members  of  the  Commission  and  staff  extend  their 
thanks  to  William  C.  Olinger  and  their  best  wishes  for  a  happy  retirement. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of     October  24,  2000^ 


Secretary,  ffublic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0246 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  certain  real  property  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  in  the  City  and  County 
of  San  Francisco  known  as  the  "North  Balboa  Reservoir";  and 

WHEREAS,  In  1991,  The  SFPUC  transferred  certain  real  property  located  in  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  known  as  the  "South  Balboa  Reservoir"  to  City  College  of  San 
Francisco  (CC);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  and  CC  now  agree  in  principle  to  exchange  portions  of  their 
respective  property  interests  in  order  to  facilitate  a  new  reservoir  configuration  running  in  a 
north-south  direction  as  opposed  to  an  east  west  direction;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  and  CC  now  agree  in  principle  to  divide  the  existing  reservoir 
property  at  a  new  property  line  running  in  a  north-south  direction  located  400  feet  west  of  the 
existing  reservoir  property  line  located  along  Phelan  Avenue  and  with  a  result  that  the  SFPUC 
will  own  all  reservoir  property  west  of  the  new  north-south  property  line  and  CC  will  own  all 
reservoir  property  east  of  the  new  north-south  property  line;  and 

WHEREAS,  Subject  to  confirmation  as  to  equivalency  in  value,  there  will  be  no 
additional  compensation  to  either  party,  and  SFPUC  and  CC  will  equally  share  any  closing,  title 
and  other  escrow  costs  associated  with  this  exchange;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  hereby  authorizes  the  preparation  and  execution  of  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU)  between  the  SFPUC  and  CC  to  accommodate  the  above 
referenced  property  exchange  in  accordance  with  the  general  terms  set  forth  above;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  following  execution  of  the  MOU  and  completion  of  all 
necessary  environmental  review,  the  SFPUC  and  CC  shall  negotiate  a  property  exchange 
agreement  to  effectuate  the  intent  of  the  parties;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  any  property  exchange  agreement  shall  be  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  SFPUC,  Board  of  Supervisors  and  Mayor,  each  in  their  sole  and  absolute 
discretion.  The  proposed  property  exchange  agreement  cannot  be  finally  approved  until  after  the 
City  completes  all  applicable  environmental  and  land  use  reviews  and  approvals,  including 
review  under  CEQA.  Consistent  with  CEQA,  the  City  must  retain  absolute  discretion,  prior  to 
final  approval  of  the  proposed  property  exchange  agreement,  to  add  or  delete  mitigation 
measures  and  to  make  modifications  to  the  proposed  transaction  to  mitigate  significant 
environmental  impacts,  and,  if  such  significant  environmental  impacts  cannot  otherwise  be 
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mitigated  to  a  level  of  insignificance,  to  elect  not  to  proceed  with  the  proposed  property 
exchange.  In  the  event  the  City  elects  not  to  proceed  with  the  proposed  property  exchange 
following  environmental  review,  the  SFPUC  shall  notify  CC  of  this  fact  in  writing,  which 
notification  shall  have  the  effect  of  terminating  the  MOU. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  QQT  2  4  2QQQ   >^   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0247 


WHEREAS,  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department  has  a  Water  Main  Replacement 
Program  to  provide,  over  time,  for  systematic  replacement  of  old  mains  with  new  ductile  iron 
mains  to  reduce  the  vulnerability  of  the  water  distribution  system  to  future  earthquakes,  to 
provide  better  flow  and  pressure,  and  to  improve  water  quality;  and 

WHEREAS,  final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2302,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Francisco  Street 
between  Columbus  Avenue  and  Stockton  Street;  in  Chestnut  Street  between  Montgomery  Street 
and  Sansome  Street;  in  Lombard  Street  between  Powell  Street  and  Stockton  Street;  and  in  Filbert 
Street  between  Mason  Street  and  Grant  Avenue;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $725,175;  and 

WHEREAS,  fiinds  are  available  in  the  Water  Department  FY  2000-2001  Capital 
Improvement  Projects  budget.  Project  CUW870  -  Main  Replacement  Program,  Phase  68;  and 

WHEREAS,  subcontracting  goals  of  20%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  have  been  established  and 
approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Capital  Improvement  Program  projects  to  be 
categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2302,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 
Francisco  Street  between  Columbus  Avenue  and  Stockton  Street;  in  Chestnut  Street  between 
Montgomery  Street  and  Sansome  Street;  in  Lombard  Street  between  Powell  Street  and  Stockton  Street; 
and  in  Filbert  Street  between  Mason  Street  and  Grant  Avenue,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities 
Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract,  to  receive  and 
evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  wa^^adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  


Secretary,  Publfc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0248 


WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  has  implemented  a  continuing  Capital  Improvement  Program  to 
upgrade  and  replace  inadequate  facilities  to  minimize  the  interruption  to  the  water  service  and  to 
reduce  public  and  private  property  damage;  and 

WHEREAS,  on  June  13,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0151,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2329,  College  Hill  Reservoir  Seismic  Retrofit  and  Improvement,  and 
authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to  perform  a  structural  retrofit  to  strengthen  the  reservoir  to 
meet  current  seismic  codes  and  upgrade  the  facility;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $5,200,000; 

and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  project  are  available  from  the  FY  00/01  Capital  Improvement 
budget,  CUW624  -  Seismic  Protection/Reservoir  Roofs  and  Tanks;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  August  5,  2000  in  the  San  Francisco 
Independent;  and 

WHEREAS,  4  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  September  14,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Mitchell 
Engineering  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  an  HRC  subcontracting  goal  of  19%  combined  MBE/WBE  participation 
have  been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  Mitchell  Engineering  is  committed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  Contract  No.  WD-2329  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under 
the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  award  of  the  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2329,  College  Hill  Reservoir  Seismic  Retrofit  and 
Improvement,  in  the  amount  of  $4,347,331,  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive 
bidder,  Mitchell  Engineering. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  OCT  ^4  2000 


Secretary,  PubliffUtilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0249 


WHEREAS,  on  June  13,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0152,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Contract  No.  WD-2344,  Forest  Hill 
Steel  Tank  Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to  upgrade  and  replace 
inadequate  facilities  to  minimize  interruption  to  water  service  and  to  reduce  public  and  private 
property  damage;  and 

WHEREAS,  final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  Capital  Improvement 
Program  Contract  No.  WD-2344,  Forest  Hill  Steel  Tank  Replacement  Project;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $1,500,000; 

and 

WHEREAS,  funds  for  this  contract  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from 
SFPUC  FYOO/01  Capital  Improvement  budget,  CUW624  -  Seismic  Protection  /  Reservoir  Roofs 
and  Tanks;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  in  the  San  Francisco  Independent  on  July  22, 
2000; and 

WHEREAS,  5  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  24,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Mitchell 
Engineering,  Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  an  HRC  subcontracting  goal  of  21%  combined  MBE/WBE  participation  has 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  Contract  No.  WD-2344  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under 
the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2344,  Forest  Hill  Steel  Tank  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of 
$1,023,117,  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Mitchell  Engineering, 
Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolLdion^)v^s  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  OCT  ^4 


Secretary,  Psfblic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0250 


WHEREAS,  construction  is  complete  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
128,  North  Point  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Improvements  -  Phase  3 A,  by  the 
contractor.  Homer  J.  Olsen,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  September  21,  1998,  and  the 
contract  work  was  completed  on  April  30,  1999;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  was  for  an  amount  of  $1,297,830,  and  for  a 
duration  of  120  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  was  for  the  debit  amount  of  $128,084, 
bringing  the  final  contract  amount  to  $1,425,914,  and  a  1 02-calendar-day  time  extension; 
and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  the  Clean  Water  Program's  1994  Sewer 
Improvement  Bonds  (Fund  5C/CPF/95A,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENSR4MR35);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  determined  that  the 
contractor  met  its  established  combined  MBE/WBE  subcontracting  participation  goals  of 
25%  MBE/WBE;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  for  Clean 
Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-128,  North  Point  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant 
Improvements  -  Phase  3 A,  and  authorizes  final  payment,  in  the  amount  of  $43,384,  to  the 
contractor,  Homer  J.  Olsen,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  ttiat  ttie  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of         OCT  ^  4  2QQ0   ^  ^ 

Secretary,  Piiplic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0251 


WHEREAS,  Since  1 992  the  Commission  has  maintained  a  Washington,  D.C.  based 
consuhant  to  provide  legislative  representation  and  advocacy  services  before  the  Congress  and 
federal  agencies  in  the  areas  of  water,  energy,  wastewater,  and  natural  resources;  and 

WHEREAS,  At  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  a  Request  for  Qualifications  was  issued 
on  September  1 0,  1 999  for  Legislative  Representation  and  Advocacy  services  to  be  performed  by 
a  Washington,  D.C.  based  consultant;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  further  directs  the  General  Manager  to  issue  a 
Request  for  Proposals  to  retain  the  needed  services  of  a  firm  based  in  the  Washington,  D.C.  area; 
and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  funding  for  this  contract  is  available  in  the  Hetch  Hetchy 
Enterprise  Object  027,  Sub  Object  02751,  Index  Code  326108. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of      QQf  2  4  2000   • 

Secretary,  edblic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0252 


WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC's  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  generates  one  million 
cubic  feet  per  day  of  digester  gas,  a  renewable  resource  resulting  from  the  decomposition  of  organic 
waste  material;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  approved  the  advertisement  of  a  Request  for  Proposal  for  a 
developer  to  finance,  design,  build  and  operate  a  cogeneration  plant  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant  on  November  10,  1998;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  requested  proposals  from  qualified  developers  to  recover  the 
energy  from  the  digester  gas  and  generate  electricity  and  heat;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  through  its  Resolution  99-0250  on  September  28, 1 999  authorized 
SFPUC  staff  to  negotiate  a  contract  with  Sierra  Diesel  Detroit  Allison  ("SDDA");  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  negotiated  a  contract  with  SDDA,  a  qualified  developer;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  State  of  California's  CaliforniaEnergy  Commission  ("CEC")  has  awarded 
a  subsidy  of  $0.0139  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  electricity  produced  by  this  project  during  its  first  5 
years  of  operation,  an  estimated  one  million  and  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  to  the  SFPUC  for  an 
energy  recovery  project  at  the  SFPUC's  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant;  and 

WHEREAS,  In  order  to  earn  the  full  amount  of  the  CEC  subsidy,  this  energy  recovery 
project  must  be  operational  by  January  1,  2002;  and 

WHEREAS,  SDDA  will  guarantee  a  very  high  level  of  performance  in  order  to  assure 
that  the  facility  operates  at  ninety-five  percent  availability;  and 

WHEREAS,  Liquidated  damages  shall  not  be  capped  at  a  percentage  of  the  total  contract 
amount;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  term  of  the  Operation  and  Maintenance  Agreement  shall  be  two  (2) 
years,  and  the  SFPUC  shall  have  the  option  to  extend  the  term,  however  each  extension  of  the 
term  shall  be  limited  to  one  (1)  year;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  shall  have  the  option  to  terminate  the  contract  at  any  time 
without  penalty;  now,  therefore,  be  it 
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RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  award  a  contract  to  Sierra  Detroit  Diesel 
AlHson  to  operate  and  maintain  a  cogeneration  plant  at  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control 
Plant  for  a  period  of  up  to  two  (2)  years  following  Commercial  Operation. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of     October  24,  2000  


Secret 


Public  Utilities  Commission 
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NOTICE  OF  SPECIAL  MEETING 
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California  to  discuss  a  personnel  matter  under  Government  Code  Section 
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E.  Dennis  Normandy,  President 
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John  P.  Mullane,  Jr. 
GENERAL  MANAGER 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
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For  information  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/puc 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 

1.  Call  to  Order:         10:20  A.M. 

2.  Roll  Call:  Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Vice  President 

Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  Frank  L.  Cook, 
Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen 

Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt  arrived  at  10:26  a.m. 

3.  Public  comments  on  matters  not  on  today's  agenda. 
There  were  none. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

4.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  none. 

5.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (3-0)  unanimously. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  went  into  Closed  Session  at  10:26  a.m.  to  discuss  the 
following: 

6.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  SFPUC  General  Manager  John 
Mullane,  and  Bill  Hawkins  of  The  Hawkins  Co. 

Commissioner  Bhatt  arrived  during  Closed  Session. 

No  action  was  taken  on  Item  6. 
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Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Caen,  and  Commissioner  Bliatt  left  the  meeting 
at  10:49  A.M.  President  Normandy  then  adjourned  the  meeting  at  10:50  A.M.  due  to 
lack  of  a  quorum. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 


NOTE:      The  Announcement  following  Closed  Session  and  the  Motion  to  disclose  the 
discussions  during  Closed  Session  were  made  in  the  December  12,  2000 
Commission  meeting. 
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Environmental  Regulation  and  Management 
Finance 

Information  Technology  Services 
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Strategic  and  Systems  Planning 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
Water  Quality 


For  information  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/puc 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1. 


Call  to  Order: 


1:35  P.M. 


2. 


Roll  Call: 


Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Nornnandy,  Vice  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  Frank  L.  Cook, 
Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 


Excused  -    Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen 


3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

President  Normandy  requested  that  adoption  of  the  Minutes  of  the  Regular 
Meeting  of  September  26,  2000  be  deferred  until  the  next  meeting  for  his  further 
review. 

Commissioner  Makras  moved,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  October  10,  2000;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

4.  Communications 

There  were  no  comments. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 
There  was  no  action  taken. 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  staff  to  report  to  the  Commission  on  the  status  of 
California  Water  Service  Company's  application  for  various  megahertz  frequencies 
within  the  SFPUC  service  area. 

President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  respond  to  those  individuals  who  have  written 
the  Commission  concerning  the  SFPUC's  right-of-way  policy.  He  also  directed 
staff  to  schedule  a  public  hearing  regarding  the  right  of  way  policy  on  January  23, 
2001 .  Commissioner  Makras  commented  that  the  Commission  have  already  heard 
public  comments  and  have  approved  the  policy.  He  was  concerned  that  another 
public  hearing  would  open  up  a  process  in  which  every  individual  would  come 
before  the  SFPUC  to  plea  their  case  and  he  did  not  want  the  policy  undermined  by 
individual  complaints  that  may  not  be  consistent  with  the  overall  goals  of  the 
Commission.  He  added  that  a  representative  from  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users 
Association  is  present  at  each  Commission  meeting  and  that  any  suggestion  that 
the  policy  was  approved  without  public's  input  was  incorrect. 
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President  Normandy  said  that  the  Commission  would  not  be  involved  in  specific 
situations.  He  directed  staff  to  consult  with  the  Commission  as  to  the  structure  of 
the  hearing  and  make  sure  that  everyone  is  heard  without  prejudice.  Mr.  Muliane 
suggested  that  ground  rules  had  to  be  established  at  the  beginning  of  the  hearing. 

Commissioner  Cook  emphasized  the  need  to  structure  the  meeting  in  such  a  way 
that  not  all  individuals  on  our  right  of  way  will  comment  about  their  situation. 
President  Normandy  stated  that  each  speaker  would  be  given  a  3-minute  time 
limit. 

President  Normandy  expressed  concerns  about  deeded  claims  and  requested  staff 
to  provide  a  report  relative  to  deeded  rights-of-way. 

Commissioner  Bhatt  referred  to  an  article  in  the  San  Francisco  Chronicle 
concerning  lead  contamination  in  drinking  water  at  some  schools  in  San  Francisco. 
Mr.  Muliane  responded  that  the  water  supply  was  not  the  issue  in  this  case  but  the 
leaching  plumbing  fixtures  in  the  schools.  He  would  provide  a  written  report  to  the 
Commission. 

Public  Comment: 

Mr.  Arthur  Jensen,  General  Manager  of  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association 
(BAWUA),  commented  that  BAWUA  supports  a  uniform  right-of-way  policy  and  its 
implementation.  He  pointed  out  that  their  organization  does  not  represent  the 
property  owners  bringing  right  of  way  issues  before  the  SFPUC. 

Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Mr.  Muliane  advised  that  the  senior  staff  would  be  involved  at  a  retreat  doing 
strategic  planning. 

a)         San  Mateo  County  Request  for  Information. 

Mr.  Muliane  reported  that  the  San  Mateo  County  Council  requested 
various  documents  related  to  the  adoption,  implementation  and 
enforcement  of  the  right  of  way  policy  and  copies  of  all  agreements 
related  to  the  use  of  right-of-way  properties.  Due  to  the  huge  volume  of 
files  involved,  staff  sought  the  assistance  of  the  City  Attorney's  Office  to 
come  up  with  a  compromise  and  ask  San  Mateo  County  to  come  up  and 
review  our  files  and  identify  what  they  want  to  reduce  SFPUC  staff's 
involvement. 
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status  of  CIP  2000. 


William  Berry,  Assistant  General  Manager  for  Finance  &  Administration, 
introduced  Kingsley  Okereke,  the  new  Director  of  Finance  starting 
November  13,  2000. 

Mr.  Berry  presented  electronic  slides  concerning  the  status  of  the  2000 
SFPUC  Capital  Improvement  Program.  He  gave  a  review  of  capital 
budget  issues  for  the  next  fiscal  year. 

Mr.  Berry  described  the  process  In  which  high  priority  projects  were 
ranked.  Staff  started  looking  at  over  270  projects  at  a  total  estimated  cost 
of  $4.75  billion  over  the  next  1 0  years.  Staff  developed  a  framework  with 
high  level  objectives  based  on  SFPUC  mission  statement  to  protect  public 
health  and  safety,  meet  customer  demands  reliability,  protect 
environmental  resources,  increase  productivity  and  efficiency;  protect 
utility  assets  and  provide  a  safe  and  productive  work  place  and  used  this 
framework  in  determining  the  importance  and  the  need  for  each  specific 
projects.  He  showed  graphs  to  show  the  weightings  for  the  projects. 

Staff  also  developed  a  number  of  screening  methods  to  identify  projects 
that  may  not  be  high  priority  projects  but  were  either  mandated,  already  in 
construction  or  at  95%  design  process,  or  linked  to  other  priority  projects. 
Those  were  also  added  to  the  list  of  high  priority  projects.  Mr.  Berry  stated 
that  the  comprehensive  list  of  high  priority  projects  totaled  $3.5  billion. 

Mr.  Berry  noted  that  they  were  working  with  the  San  Francisco  Water 
Alliance  (SFWA)  to  do  a  detailed  review  of  each  project  for  adequacy  of 
scope,  description  and  validity  of  cost  estimates,  detailed  cash  flow,  and 
financing  requirements.  SFWA  committed  to  deliver  information  for  the 
Clean  Water  Program  in  December  and  all  four  enterprises  in  February 
2001 .  Mr.  Berry  stated  that  staff  would  return  in  February  with  a 
completed  Capital  Improvement  Program,  the  long-range  financial  plan, 
and  a  strategic  plan. 

Mr.  Berry  pointed  out  that  there  would  be  a  funding  gap  over  the  1 0-year 
period  and  thus  the  reason  to  pursue  additional  funds.  There  would  also 
be  a  funding  gap  based  on  the  amount  of  capital  request  submitted  for  the 
next  fiscal  year.  Commissioner  Makras  asked  what  staff  was  planning  to 
do  if  funds  were  not  available  immediately.  Mr.  Berry  responded  that  they 
would  be  presenting  alternative  financing  options  to  the  Commission. 
Staff  have  developed  a  framework  to  identify  the  highest  priority  and  most 
compelling  projects  and  would  propose  that  the  Commission  use  the  same 
method  to  decide  which  projects  should  go  forward  first  as  we  do  not  have 
funds  for  $3.5  billion  worth  of  high  priority  projects.  Commissioner  Makras 
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stated  that  since  money  will  drive  the  CIP,  he  asked  whether  staff  would 
be  able  to  give  a  list  of  projects  if  given  a  dollar  amount.  Mr.  Berry 
responded  positively.  Commissioner  Makras  then  recommended  looking 
at  projects  based  on  logical  economic  chances  of  succeeding. 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  staff  to  provide  projections  as  to  the 
ability  of  the  construction  industry  to  absorb  the  1 0-Year  Capital 
Improvement  Plan.  He  was  concerned  about  our  experience  in  the  past 
where  we  only  had  one  bidder  due  to  a  busy  construction  season.  He 
said  this  situation  would  result  in  higher  cost  and  would  cause  us  to  set 
priorities  differently  on  which  job  goes  out  first. 

Mr.  Quan  stated  that  staff  had  been  reaching  out  to  contractors,  and 
various  trade  associations  with  regard  to  forthcoming  capital  improvement 
projects  over  the  years.  He  said  he  could  not  anticipate  what  other 
municipalities  or  other  private  agencies  are  issuing  in  the  future. 
Commissioner  Makras  suggested  asking  assistance  from  the  San 
Francisco  Water  Alliance  to  get  information  about  what  other  agencies  are 
doing. 

President  Normandy  recommended  that  when  staff  presents  the  financial 
plan,  that  they  provide  the  context  and  rationale  for  the  long-term  strategic 
plan  and  how  projects  were  prioritized.  He  stressed  the  importance  of 
knowing  what  the  construction  industry  could  bear  so  that  the  Commission 
can  make  decisions  concerning  priorities  and  funding. 

Mr.  Berry  noted  that  staff  was  committed  to  return  in  February  2001  as  we 
would  be  out  of  bond  funds  for  the  Clean  Water  Program  and  the  Water 
Department  and  we  have  to  be  on  the  ballot  for  additional  financing  next 
year. 

Public  comments  on  matters  not  on  today's  agenda. 

Emeric  Kalman  commented  that  the  Draft  Urban  Water  Management  Plan  was 
incomplete.  He  expressed  concerns  that  there  was  not  enough  time  for  the  public 
to  comment  on  the  plan  due  to  the  December  3,  2000  deadline.  He  also 
commented  that  the  cost  of  recycled  water  costs  3  or  4  times  more  than  the  water 
delivered  to  customers.  President  Normandy  advised  that  Mr.  Kalman  discuss  his 
concerns  with  staff. 
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REGULAR  BUSINESS 


9.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  tlie  Public  Utilities  Commission  meeting 
of  December  26,  2000. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0253:     Cancel  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  meeting  of 

December  26,  2000. 

10.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  power  purchase  agreement  with  Western 
Area  Power  Administration. 

Laurie  Park,  Acting  General  Manager  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power,  explained 
that  the  agreement  was  to  purchase  low  cost  power  from  the  Western  Area  Power 
Administration  (WAPA)  to  support  economic  developments  at  Treasure  Island  and 
Verba  Buena  Island.  She  talked  about  the  terms  and  termination  provisions  of  the 
agreement. 

Commissioner  Cook  moved  to  adopt  the  resolution.  Commissioner  Makras  stated 
he  would  second  the  motion  but  he  thought  the  termination  clause  was  not  quite  as 
good  a  deal  as  staff  had  suggested.  He  pointed  out  that  the  contract  provides  90- 
day  notice  to  terminate  the  service  but  termination  takes  effect  two  years  later  but 
the  agenda  item  says  differently.  He  also  asked  about  the  basis  used  to  come  up 
with  a  $20  million  contract  value.  Ms.  Park  explained  that  the  contract  provision 
means  that  we  have  90  days  notice  of  request  to  terminate  and  we  have  up  to  two 
years  to  exercise  that  right.  In  terms  of  the  contract  value,  she  said  the  $20  million 
figure  came  after  consultation  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office  and  in  compliance 
with  the  City's  contract  approval  process  to  put  a  dollar  cap  on  expenditures. 
Without  a  good  basis,  staff  made  an  assumption  based  on  present  demand  of  3 
megawatts  and  WAPA  allocation  which  is  up  to  5  megawatts  over  the  20  year 
period  assuming  that  WAPA  power  could  almost  double  in  price.  She  stated  that 
staff  could  report  annually  on  how  much  power  was  taken  and  corresponding 
rates. 

Commissioner  Makras  suggested  that  staff  prepare  an  analysis  of  how  they  came 
up  with  the  $20  million,  as  it  is  the  more  prudent  way  of  managing  expenditures. 
President  Normandy  concurred  with  Commissioner  Makras's  comments. 
However,  he  believed  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  make  specific  projections  given 
the  fact  that  development  plans  for  Treasure  Island  were  fluid. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 
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Resolution  No.  00-0254: 


Approve  the  agreement  to  purchase  power  with 
Western  Area  Power  Administration  to  serve  low  cost 
power  for  Treasure  Island. 


CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 


Advertise 


Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  Items  1 1 
and  12  collectively;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 


1 1 .  Resolution  No.  00-0255: 


12.  Resolution  No.  00-0256: 


Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications,  and 
authorize  bid  call  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-248,  Clay/Jones  Streets  Sewer  Replacement. 

Approve  the  final  plans  and  specifications,  and 
authorize  bid  call  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-281 ,  Funston  Avenue/12"^  Avenue/Moraga  Street 
Sewer  Replacement. 


Award 


President  Normandy  recommended  taking  Items  13,  14,  15,  16,  and  18  collectively. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  Items  13, 
14,  15,  16,  and  18;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 


13.  Resolution  No.  00-0257: 


Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-239, 
Ashbury  Street/Geary  Boulevard/Masonic  Avenue/Paul 
Avenue  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $423,401 
to  Golden  Pacific  Construction,  Inc. 


14.  Resolution  No.  00-0258: 


Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-250, 
Capp/Hartford/Liberty/19th  Streets  Sewer  Replacement, 
in  the  amount  of  $548,308  to  JMB  Construction,  Inc. 


15.  Resolution  No.  00-0259: 


16.  Resolution  No.  00-0260: 


Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-260, 
Clean,  De-root,  Inspect  and  Seal  Easement  Sewers,  in 
the  amount  of  $273,750  to  JF  Pacific  Liners,  Inc. 

Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-262, 
Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Roofing  Project 
-  Buildings  800,  900  and  940,  in  the  amount  of 
$185,370  to  Pioneer  Roofing  Organization. 
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18.  Resolution  No.  00-0261 :      Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2348,  Seismic  Anciiorage  of  Equipment  at  Harry 
Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  in  San  Mateo  County  in 
the  amount  of  $898,000  to  Proven  Management,  Inc. 

17.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2316R. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2316R,  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant 
Improvement  Project  (SIP)  Phase  1 ,  in  the  amount  of 
$46,671,000  to  Monterey  Mechanical  Company. 

Michael  Quan,  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager,  reported  that  the  five  bids 
received  ranged  from  $47  million  to  $54  million,  and  were  in  excess  of  the 
engineer's  estimate  of  $39  million.  At  staff's  request,  the  design  consultant  firm 
reviewed  the  engineer's  estimate  and  found  that  there  were  mistakes  in  the  original 
estimate  and  that  the  estimate  should  be  revised  to  $43,  680,  545. 

Mr.  Quan  noted  that  the  Human  Rights  Commission  established  an  18%  MBE  and 
5%  WBE  participation  goals.  The  low  bidder,  Monterey  Mechanical,  was  unable  to 
meet  the  subcontracting  goals.  Since  Monterey  Mechanical  did  not  achieve  the 
goals,  HRC  did  a  thorough  analysis  of  whether  they  provided  a  good  faith  effort 
and  determined  that  they  provided  compelling  good  faith  efforts  on  the  contract. 
Three  protests  were  received  with  regard  to  the  bidder's  responsiveness  in 
meeting  HRC  goals.  HRC  determined  that  the  protests  were  without  merit  and 
Monterey  was  eligible  for  award  of  the  contract. 

Commissioner  Makras  commented  that  the  project  is  very  important  and  much 
needed.  He  commended  HRC  for  reviewing  the  three  protests  and  staking  that  the 
successful  bidder  met  good  faith  efforts. 

Commissioner  Makras  expressed  concerns  about  the  engineer's  estimate  being  so 
far  off.  He  said  raising  the  engineer's  estimate  to  match  the  bids  received  was  not 
a  good  public  policy  and  not  proper  for  a  very  important  project.  He  recommended 
consulting  a  third  party,  such  as  the  San  Francisco  Water  Alliance  (SFWA),  to  look 
at  this  issue  and  provide  an  analysis  of  what  went  wrong  and  how  it  went  wrong. 

Commissioner  Cook  concurred  with  Commissioner  Makras's  comments.  He 
suggested  continuing  the  item  to  have  SFWA  review  the  estimates. 

Mr.  Quan  noted  that  staff  had  already  requested  SFWA.  However,  the  analysis 
had  not  been  finalized  in  time  for  today's  meeting.  He  called  on  a  representative 
from  SFWA  to  respond  to  the  question.  Mr.  John  Kluesener  of  the  San  Francisco 
Water  Alliance  stated  that  they  reviewed  the  cost  estimate  and  found  that  there 
were  omissions  and  miscalculations  within  the  cost  estimate  and  some  differences 
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in  the  inflation  factor.  After  tlieir  review,  SFWA  estimated  the  project  cost  to  be 
between  $45  million  to  $47  million.  Mr.  Kluesener  indicated  that  if  the  contract 
were  to  go  out  to  bid  again,  we  would  get  similar  bid  figures. 

Commissioner  Bhatt  asked  how  could  there  be  a  1 0%  deficiency  in  the  estimate. 
Carol  Tate  of  Montgomery  Watson,  the  design  consultant,  stated  that  it  was  all 
human  error. 

President  Normandy  concurred  with  continuing  the  item  and  directed  staff  to 
provide  the  written  analysis  prepared  by  the  San  Francisco  Water  Alliance. 

Commissioner  Makras  inquired  as  to  why  this  got  into  today's  agenda  and  why  did 
we  not  wait  until  SFWA  had  concluded  their  analysis.  He  emphasized  the  need  for 
a  sound  documentation  before  we  proceed  with  the  contract.  Mr.  Mullane 
commented  that  the  fact  that  SFWA  was  brought  in  was  evidence  that  staff  were 
also  concerned.  He  pointed  out  that  the  engineer's  estimate  did  not  change  what 
the  market  place  dictated. 

President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  provide  a  written  analysis  concerning  the 
project  cost  estimate  and  recommend  corrective  measures  to  prevent  similar 
incidents  with  future  construction  contracts. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  continue 
Item  17  to  the  call  of  the  Chair;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Amend 

19.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power  Contract 
WP-16R,  Cherry  Power  Tunnel  Rock  Trap. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0262:     Approve  the  transfer  of  funds  and  approve  Modification 

No.  1  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power  Contract  WP-16R 
increasing  the  contract  by  $330,500  and  extending  the 
contract  by  30  days  to  Mitchell  Engineering. 

Close 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  Items  No. 

20,  21,  22,  23,  24,  and  25  collectively;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 
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20.  Resolution  No.  00-0263: 


21 .   Resolution  No.  00-0264: 


22.   Resolution  No.  00-0265: 


23.   Resolution  No.  00-0266: 


24.   Resolution  No.  00-0267: 


Accept  work  performed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2228,  BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2 
Timber  Trestle  Repairs  -  Contract  3  of  5;  approve 
contract  modification  No.  2  reducing  the  contract  by 
$1 8,622  for  a  final  contract  amount  of  $81 5,558;  and 
authorize  final  payment  of  $20,494  to  Miller/Thompson 
Constructors,  Inc. 

Accept  work  performed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2247,  BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2 
Timber  Trestle  Repairs  -  Contract  4  of  5;  approve 
modification  No.  1  reducing  the  contract  amount  by 
$14,745  for  a  final  contract  amount  of  $1 ,006,155;  and 
authorize  final  payment  of  $5,000  to  Miller/Thompson 
Constructors,  Inc. 

Accept  work  performed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2284,  BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2 
Timber  Trestle  Repairs  -  Contract  5  of  5;  approve 
modification  No.  2  reducing  the  contract  amount  by 
$27,830.80  for  a  final  contract  amount  of  $552,283;  and 
authorize  final  payment  of  $225  to  Miller/Thompson 
Constructors,  Inc. 

Accept  work  performed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2257,  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron 
Main  Installation  in  Waller  Street  between  Stanyan 
Street  and  Central  Avenue;  approve  Modification  No.  1 
reducing  the  contract  by  $30,690,  for  a  final  contract 
amount  of  $590,1 10  and  with  a  time  extension  of  12 
calendar  days;  and  authorize  the  final  payment  of 
$20,000  to  JMB  Construction. 

Accept  work  performed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2293,  Backup  Power  for 
Water  Quality  Monitoring  Stations;  approve  Modification 
No.  2  increasing  the  contract  by  $1 1 ,645  for  a  final 
contract  amount  of  $209,145  and  a  time  extension  of  56 
calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment  of  $13,719 
to  LTM  Construction. 


00-369 


November  14,  2000 


25.  Resolution  No.  00-0268:      Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-230,  Taber  and  Gough  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement;  approve  Contract  Modification  No.  1 
increasing  the  contract  amount  by  $4,192  for  a  final 
contract  amount  of  $166,128  and  time  extension  of  34 
calendar  days;  and  authorize  final  payment  of  $65,526 
to  JMB  Construction. 

PROFESSIONAL  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 

Advertise 

26.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project  - 
Phase  2  Chloramine  Conversion. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0269:     Authorize  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to 

advertise  and  request  proposals  for  Professional 
Services  Agreement  No.  CS-660,  Development  and 
Implementation  of  the  Chloramine  Conversion  Public 
Outreach  Program  in  support  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
Treatment  Project  Phase  2. 

Amend 

27.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  professional  services  contract  with 
Bruce  Lymburn. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0270:     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

execute  an  amendment  to  the  personal  services 
contract  with  Bruce  Lymburn,  for  work  on  the  Bernal 
Property  entitlement  approvals  and  sale,  extending  the 
contract  term  to  December  31 ,  2000. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

28.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  was  none. 
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29.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

The  Commission  went  into  Closed  Session  at  2:56  P.M.  to  discuss  the  following  items: 

30.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(b)(c)  and  Conference  with  Real  Property  Negotiator  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54956.8  and  Administrative  Code  Section  67.8: 


Anticipated  Litigation: 
Property: 

Parties  Negotiating: 
Under  Negotiation: 


As  Plaintiff  and  as  Defendant 

500+  acres  of  San  Francisco  Water  Department  property 
on  Bernal  Avenue  in  Alameda  County 
Lymburn/Malamut 
City  of  Pleasanton 
Terms  and  Conditions 


Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson. 

No  action  was  taken. 


31 .  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(a): 


Existing  Litigation:  Santa  Clara  County  Transit  District  v.  City  and  County 

of  San  Francisco,  Santa  Clara  Superior  Court  No. 
CV781561. 

Property:  SFPUC  Pipeline  right-of-way  running  across 
Tasman  Drive  in  San  Jose,  California  aka  APN  097-04- 
002. 


Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  and  Water  Supply 
&  Treatment  Division  Manager  Cheryl  Davis. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 
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Resolution  No.  00-0271 :     Recommend  a  settlement  in  the  case  of  Santa  Clara 

County  Transit  District  v.  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco,  Santa  Clara  Superior  Court  No.  CV781561. 
Property:  SFPUC  Pipeline  right-of-way  running  across 
Tasman  Drive  in  San  Jose,  California  aka  APN  097-04- 
002. 

32.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  MuIIane,  Jr.,  and  Utilities 
General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton. 

No  action  was  taken. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session  at  3:31 
P.M. 

33.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  the  actions  taken  during  Closed  Session. 

34.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  not  to  disclose 
the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  3:33  P.M. 

Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0253 


WHEREAS,  The  regular  second  meeting  in  December  2000,  is  scheduled  for  December 
26;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  meeting  date  falls  between  the  Christmas  and  New  Year  holidays  and 
is  a  time  when  members  of  the  Commission  and  staff  may  be  on  vacation;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  may  have  difficulty  in  attaining  a  quorum  of  its  members 
and  there  will  be  limited  staff  available;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  hereby  cancels  its  regular  meeting 
scheduled  for  Tuesday,  December  26,  2000. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  1 4  2000         ■  /?   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0254 


WHEREAS,  The  City  is  currently  providing  operations  and  maintenance  services  at 
Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island  ("TI/YBI")  under  a  Cooperative  Agreement  with  the 
Navy;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  is  the  local  reuse  authority  for  TI/YBI  under  the  Federal  Base 
Closure  and  Realignment  Act  ("BRAC");  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  providing  the  utilities 
portion  of  these  operations  and  maintenance  services  to  TIA'BI  on  behalf  of  the  City;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City  has  obtained  an  allocation  of  low  cost  Federal  National  Defense 
Authorization  Act  ("NDA  Act")  power  to  support  economic  development  on  TIAHBI;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  City's  allocation  of  NDA  Act  for  TI/YBI  is  contingent  upon  executing 
a  power  purchase  agreement  with  the  Western  Area  Power  Administration  ("WAPA");  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  the  purchase  of  power  for  TI/YBI  are  available  in  the  TI/YBI 
Project  budget;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  is  hereby  authorized  to  execute  the  Federal  NDA  Act  power  purchase  agreement 
with  WAPA  for  a  period  20  years  expiring  December  31,  2024,  and  for  a  value  not  to  exceed  $20 
million. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of       NOV  1 4  2000   ^  

Secretary,^ublic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0255 


WHEREAS,  the  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  sewer  replacement  program  to 
replace  structurally  inadequate  sewer  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-248,  Clay/Jones  Streets  Sewer  Replacement;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $480,570;  and 

WHEREAS,  fiinds  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from  the  Repair  and 
Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  0109J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No. 
CENRNRHl 0640);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  16%  MBE  and  8%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Plarming  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  Sate  Guidelines  implementing  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for 
Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-248,  Clay/Jones  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  and 
authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract,  to  receive 
and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  1 4  2000^^  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0256 


WHEREAS,  the  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  sewer  replacement  program  to 
replace  structurally  inadequate  sewer  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-281,  Funston  Avenue/n*  Avenue/Moraga  Street  Sewer  Replacement;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $410,100;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  ReplacementFund  under  Job  Order  No. 
0151 J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRH 13240);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  17%  MBE  and  8%  WBE  have  been  established 
and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  monitor  Clean 
Water  Program  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Envirormiental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  State  Guidelines  implementing  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for 
Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-281,  Funston  Avenue/12*  Avenue/Moraga  Street  Sewer 
Replacement,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said 
contract,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for 
award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of       NOV  14  2QQQ    y-n  ^   


Secretary,  Pi 


'J6lic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0257 


WHEREAS,  On  June  27,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0164,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-239,  Ashbury  Street  /  Geary  Boulevard  /  Masonic  Avenue  /  Paul  Avenue  Sewer 
Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  Ashbury 
Street  from  Haight  Street  to  Waller  Street,  Geary  Boulevard  from  Cook  Street  to  Blake  Street, 
Masonic  Avenue  from  Oak  Street  to  Haight  Street,  and  Paul  Avenue  from  Carr  Street  to  Gould 
Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  Final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  CW-239,  Ashbury 
Street  /  Geary  Boulevard  /  Masonic  Avenue  /  Paul  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $454,990; 

and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  was  advertised  on  July  15,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  5  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  17,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Golden  Pacific 
Construction,  Inc.,  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder  with  a  bid  of 
$423,401;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job 
Order  No.  0104J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRH 10340);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracfing  goals  of  15%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  participafion  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 
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RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-239,  Ashbury  Street  /  Geary  Boulevard  /  Masonic  Avenue  /  Paul 
Avenue  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $423,401,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder.  Golden  Pacific  Construction,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        NOV  14  2000   y' )  


Secretary,  Public  Utilizies  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0258 


WHEREAS,  On  June  27,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0166,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-250,  Capp/Hartford/Liberty/19*  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for 
proposals  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  Capp  Street  between  19*  Street  and  21"  Street, 
Hartford  Street  between  19*  Street  and  20*  Street,  Liberty  Street  between  Guerrero  Street  and 
Valencia  Street,  and  1 9*  Street  between  Castro  Street  and  Collingwood  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  Final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $551,213;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order 
No.  OlOlJ  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRHl  1040);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  was  advertised  on  July  15,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  6  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  17,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  JMB 
Construction,  Inc.,  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  16%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  JMB  Construction  is  committed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-250,  Capp/Hartford/Liberty/19*  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount  of 
$548,308  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JMB  Construction,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  ttiat  tfie  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  1 4  200Q  

Secretary,  Pubdfc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0259 


WHEREAS,  on  March  28,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0089,  the  Pubhc  UtiHties 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-260,  Clean,  De-root,  Inspect  and  Seal  Easement  Sewers,  and  authorized  advertising  for 
proposals  to  hydraulically  clean  easement  sewers  of  grease  and  grit;  and 

WHEREAS,  final  plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  CW-260;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $250,000; 

and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  from  the  Clean  Water  Program  budget,  CW-P08,  Index 
Code:  CWP  800PU2AAA,  Funds  in  sub-objects  03500  and  03599;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  contract  was  advertised  on  June  10,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  1  bid  was  received  and  opened  publicly  on  July  13,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  JF  Pacific 
Liners,  Inc.  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  has  negotiated  a  trainee  position  for  an  economically  disadvantaged 
minority  person  and/or  woman  in  lieu  of  subcontracting  goals  of  25%  combined  MBE/WBE 
subcontracting  participation,  and  JF  Pacific  Liners,  Inc.  is  committed  to  meet  this  goal;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  CW-260  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-260,  Clean,  De-root,  Inspect,  and  Seal  Easement  Sewers,  in  the  amount  of 
$273,750,  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JF  Pacific  Liners,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of      NOV  j  4  200Q   

Secretary,  Ifablic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0260 


WHEREAS,  On  August  8,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0200,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  final  plans  and  specifications  for  Contract  No.  CW-262,  Southeast 
Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Roofing  Project  -  Buildings  800,  900  and  940,  and  authorized 
advertising  for  proposals  to  replace  or  repair  the  roof  systems  of  the  Southeast  Plant's  Equipment 
Storage  Facility,  Maintenance  Shop,  and  Machine  Shop;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $192,755 

and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  Clean  Water  Program's  Repair  and 
Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  01 25 J  (Fund  5C/CPFR&R,  Famis  Project  No 
CENRNRS 10440);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  was  advertised  on  August  19,  2000  ;  and 

WHEREAS,  2  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  September  28,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Pioneer  Roofing 
Organization  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  HRC  subcontracting  goal  of  20%  combined  MBE/WBE  participation 
has  been  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the 
SFPUC,  and  Pioneer  Roofing  Organization  has  shown  substantial  compliance  with  this  goal;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Secfion  has 
determined  Contract  No.  CW-262,  Southeast  Water  Pollufion  Control  Plant  Roofing  Project  - 
Buildings  800,  900  and  940,  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  award  of  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-262,  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant  Roofing  Project  - 
Buildings  800,  900  and  940,  in  the  amount  of  $185,370  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder.  Pioneer  Roofing  Organizafion. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of         NOV  142000    >"i         ^  _ 


Secretary,  PublTc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0261 


WHEREAS,  On  July  11,  2000,  by  resolution  No.  00-0178,  the  Commission  approved  the 
final  plans  and  specifications  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2348, 
Seismic  Anchorage  of  Equipment  at  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant,  in  San  Mateo  County; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  No.  WD-2348,  Seismic  Anchorage  of  Equipment  at  Harry  Tracy 
Water  Treatment  Plant,  was  advertised  on  August  5,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $954,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  5  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  September  14,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  contract  will  be  available  from  the  FYOO/01  budget.  Project 
CUW165  -  Seismic  Anchorage  of  Equipment;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  goals  of  21%  MBE  and  5%  WBE  have  been  established  and  approved 
for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Proven  Management,  is  committed  to  meet 
these  MBE/WBE  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2348  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2348,  Seismic  Anchorage  of  Equipment  at  Harry  Tracy  Water 
Treatment  Plant,  in  San  Mateo  County,  in  the  amount  of  $898,000,  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Proven  Management,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  N^V  14  2000   

Secretary,  Pubnc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0262 


WHEREAS,  On  July  25,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0189,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  award  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  WP-16R, 
Cherry  Power  Tunnel  Rock  Trap  Rehabilitation,  to  Mitchell  Engineering;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  August  24,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $776,000  and  the  duration  was  104 
consecutive  calendar  days; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  increases  the  contract  by  $330,500,  for  a  total  contract 
amount  of  $  1,106,500,  and  extends  the  contract  by  30  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a  total 
contract  duration  of  134  consecutive  calendar  days  to  accommodate  the  additional  work;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  additional  funding  modification  is 
$350,000.00;  and 

WHEREAS,  Additional  funds,  in  the  amount  of  $150,000  is  available  for  transfer  from 
Project  CUH894  -  Moccasin  Reservoir  Dredging  to  Project  CUH901  -  Cherry  Eleanor  Tunnel 
Upgrade;  and 

WHEREAS,  An  HRC  goal  of  18%  combined  MBE/WBE  participation  has  been 
established  and  approved  for  this  contract  modification  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  that  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  WP-16R,  Cherry  Power  Tunnel 
Rock  Trap  Rehabilitation  is  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  hereby  approves  a  transfer  of  funds  in  the  amount  of 
$150,000  from  Project  CUH894  -  Moccasin  Reservoir  Dredging  to  Project  CUH901  -  Cherry 
Eleanor  Tunnel  Upgrade,  for  total  project  funding  of  $1,126,000;  and  further,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  to  execute 
Modification  No.l  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  WP16R,  Cherry  Power 
Tunnel  Rock  Trap  Rehabilitation  increasing  the  contract  amount  by  $330,500.00  for  a  total 
contract  amount  of  $1,106,500.00;  and  further,  be  it 
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RESOLVED,  That  the  General  Manager  is  authorized  to  extend  the  contract  by  30 
consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a  total  contract  duration  of  134  days  consecutive  calendar  days. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resoiution  was  adopted  by  the  Pubiic  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of      NOV  1 4  2Q0Qx^ )  ^  ^  


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0263 


WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2228,  BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2  Timber  Trestle  Repairs  -  Contract  3  of  5,  by  the 
contractor,  Miller/Thompson  Constructors,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  October  6,  1997,  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  April  3,  1998;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  $824,680  with  a  duration  of  180 
consecutive  calendar  days; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  increased  the  contract  by  $9,500,  to  include  installation 
of  blow-off  valves;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2  (Final)  decreases  the  contract  by  $18,622,  for  a  final 
contract  amount  of  $815,558,  to  accommodate  the  adjusted  quantities  of  work  actually 
performed  in  the  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  Project  CUW119  -  (BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2  Tresde 
Repairs);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  the  SFPUC 
determined  that  the  contractor  did  not  meet  the  minority  goals  for  this  contract;  and, 

WHEREAS,  upon  review  of  other  contracts  completed  by  Miller/Thompson 
Constructors,  Inc.,  letters  submitted  by  the  MBE  and  WEE  subcontractors,  and  information 
provided  by  the  SFPUC  staff,  the  CCO  determined  that  Miller/Thompson  Constructors,  Inc., 
provided  good  faith  efforts  in  meeting  goals  of  said  contracts;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2228,  BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2  Timber  Trestle  Repairs  - 
Contract  3  of  5,  approves  Modification  No.  2  (Final)  reducing  the  contract  by  $18,622,  for  a  final 
contract  amount  of  $815,558,  and  authorizes  final  payment,  in  the  amount  of  $20,494,  to  the 
contractor,  Miller/Thompson  Constructors,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  tliat  ttie  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of       MOV  1  4  2QQQ   ^   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0264 


WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2247,  BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2  Timber  Trestle  Repairs  -  Contract  4  of  5,  by  the 
contractor,  Miller/Thompson  Constructors,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  November  2,  1998,  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  May  5,  1999;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  $1,020,900  with  a  duration  of  180 
consecutive  calendar  days; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  reduces  the  contract  by  $14,745,  for  a  final 
contract  amount  of  $1,006,155,  to  accommodate  the  adjusted  quantities  of  work  actually 
performed  in  the  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  Project  CUW119  -  (BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2  Trestle 
Repairs);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  the  SFPUC 
determined  that  the  contractor  did  not  meet  the  WEE  goal  for  this  contract;  and, 

WHEREAS,  upon  review  of  other  contracts  completed  by  Miller/Thompson 
Constructors,  Inc.  and  documents  submitted  by  the  contractor,  the  CCO  determined  that 
Miller/Thompson  Constructors,  Inc.  provided  good  faith  efforts  in  meeting  goals  of  said 
contracts;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2247,  BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2  Timber  Trestle  Repairs  - 
Contract  4  of  5;  approves  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  reducing  the  contract  by  $14,745,  for  a  final 
contract  amount  of  $1,006,155;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $5,000  to  the 
contractor,  Miller/Thompson  Constructors,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  KldV  1  4  POQQ     


Secretary,  Pificlic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0265 


WHEREAS,  construction  has  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2284,  BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2  Timber  Trestle  Repairs  -  Contract  5  of  5,  by  the 
contractor,  Miller/Thompson  Constructors,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  construction  contract  start  date  was  August  19,  1999,  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  February  28,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  original  contract  amount  was  $576,670.00  with  a  duration  of  180 
consecutive  calendar  days; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  increased  the  contract  by  $3,444.00,  to  include 
installation  of  blow-off  valves;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2  (Final)  reduces  the  contract  by  $27,830.80,  for  a  final 
contract  amount  of  $552,283.00,  to  accommodate  the  adjusted  quantities  of  work  actually 
performed  in  the  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  funds  are  available  in  Project  CUWII9  -  (BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2  TresUe 
Repairs);  and 

WHEREAS,  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  the  SFPUC 
determined  that  Miller/Thompson  Constructors,  Inc.  exceeded  the  minority  goals  for  this 
contract;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2284,  BDPL  Nos.  1  and  2  Timber  Trestle  Repairs  - 
Contract  5  of  5;  approves  Modification  No.  2  (Final)  reducing  the  contract  by  $27,830.80,  for  a 
final  contract  amount  of  $552,283;  and  authorizes  final  payment,  in  the  amount  of  $225.(K),  to 
the  contractor,  Miller/Thompson  Constructors,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  1 4  2000 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0266 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  2257,  8-inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Waller  Street  between  Stanyan  Street 
and  Central  Avenue,  by  the  contractor,  JMB  Construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  January  10,  2000,  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  June  29,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $620,800  for  a  duration  of  160 
consecutive  calendar  days; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  reduces  the  contract  by  $30,690  for  a  final  contract 
amount  of  $590,110,  to  adjust  for  lesser  quantities  of  unit  bid  items  used  than  the  original 
estimated  quantities,  and  extends  the  contract  duration  by  12  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a 
total  of  1 72  consecutive  calendar;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  in  Project  CUW870  -  Main  Replacement  Program, 
Phase  56;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established  MBE/WBE 
subcontractor  participation  goals  of  24%  MBE  and  6%  WBE;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2257,  8-inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  Waller  Street 
between  Stanyan  Street  and  Central  Avenue;  approves  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  reducing  the 
contract  by  $30,690,  for  a  final  contract  amount  of  $590,1 10,  and  with  a  time  extension  of  12 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  contract  duration  of  172  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 
authorizes  final  payment,  in  the  amount  of  $20,000,  to  the  contractor,  JMB  Construction. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        t\|OV  24  2000   

Secretary,  P^lic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0267 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2293,  Backup  Power  for  Water  Quality  Monitoring 
Stations,  by  the  contractor,  LTM  Construction,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  September  30,  1999,  and  the 
contract  work  was  completed  on  March  27,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $190,500  and  the  duration  was 
120  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  increased  the  contract  by  $7,000,  to 
accommodate  modification  of  the  power  system  at  Casey  Quarry  and  upgrade  of  the 
feeder  cable. 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2  (Final)  increased  the  contract  by  $11,645,  to 
accommodate  additional  concrete  work,  the  rerouting  of  the  duct  bank,  and  modification 
of  a  generator  set,  with  a  time  extension  of  56  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  Project  CUW161  -  Backup  Power  for 
Water  Quality  Stations,  for  planning  and  design  of  the  project;  and  from  Project 
CUW221  -  Y2K  Compliance  for  the  SFPUC,  for  the  construction  activities  and  contract 
closeout;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established 
MBE/WBE  subcontractor  participation  goals  of  21%  MBE  and  5%  WBE;  now,  therefore, 
be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  San 
Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2293,  Backup  Power  for  Water  Quality 
Monitoring  Stations;  approves  Modification  No.  2  (Final)  increasing  the  contract  by 
$1 1,645,  for  a  final  contract  amount  of  $209,145,  and  for  a  time  extension  of  56  calendar 
days,  for  a  total  contract  duration  of  176  calendar  days;  and  authorizes  final  payment,  in 
the  amount  of  $13,719,  to  the  contractor,  LTM  Construction,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  w^^dopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  14  — 


Secretary, (public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00~0268 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
230,  Taber  and  Gough  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  by  the  contractor,  JMB  Construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  February  18,  2000,  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  April  21,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $161,936  and  for  a  duration  of  30 
consecutive  calendar  days; 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  is  being  issued  for  $4,192  and  increases  the  contract 
amount  to  $166,128  for  additional  paving  work  on  Gough  Street,  a  sinkhole  investigation  and 
subsequent  sewer  repair,  and  to  adjust  for  actual  bid  quantities  used  during  construction,  (and 
extends  the  contract  duration  by  34  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  of  64  consecutive  calendar 
days)  to  accommodate  delays  due  to  the  additional  paving  and  for  rain  delays;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  the  sewer  portion  of  the  contract  ($135,628)  are  available  from  the 
Clean  Water  Program's  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  1785N  (Fund 
5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRR02140)  and  funds  for  the  additional  paving 
($30,500)  are  available  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works'  Pavement  Renovation  Funds  under 
Job  Order  No.  7449E  (Fund  3C/SIF/UNA,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENTRNSR4940);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established  MBE/WBE 
subcontractor  participation  goals  of  1 1%  MBE  and  5%  WBE;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-230,  Taber  and  Gough  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  approves 
Modification  No.  1  (Final)  increasing  the  contract  amount  by  $4,192,  for  a  final  contract  amount  of 
$166,128,  (and  with  a  time  extension  of  34  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  contract  duration  of 
64  consecutive  calendar  days);  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $65,526  to  the 
contractor,  JMB  Construction. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of_  NOV  1  d  2000 


Secretary,  mblic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0269 


WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  received  the  Filtration  Avoidance  designation  from  the  United 
States  Environmental  Protection  Agency  in  1993;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  Disinfection/Disinfectant  Byproduct  Rule  will  become 
effective  on  January  1,  2002;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Water  Team  completed  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
Treatment  Project  Phase  lA  Report  in  August,  1996;  and 

WHEREAS,  Per  Resolution  No.  97-0169,  this  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved 
Amendment  No.  3  to  the  professional  services  agreement  with  the  San  Francisco  Water  Team  for 
the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project,  Phase  IB  Conceptual  Engineering  and  related 
studies;  and 

WHEREAS,  Per  Resolution  No.  00-0217,  this  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved 
Amendment  No.  4  to  the  professional  services  agreement  for  Phase  2  engineering  services  to 
provide  the  10  Percent  Design  Report  for  the  chemical  feed  facilities  required  for  the  SFPUC 's 
conversion  to  chloramine,  as  well  as  specialized  engineering  services  needed  to  support  the 
detailed  design  of  these  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  services  for  this  agreement  is  $730,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  agreement  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  award  from  Project 
CUW  143  -  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project  Phase  2  -  Chloramine  Conversion;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  duration  of  the  public  outreach  consultant  services  agreement  will  be  30 
months;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  17.12%  MBE  and  22.5%  WBE  participation 
have  been  established  and  approved  for  this  agreement  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  recommends  that  a  consultant  be 
selected  to  provide  specialized  public  outreach  and  communications  assistance  for  the 
Chloramine  Conversion  Project;  now,  therefore  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  Utihties  Engineering  Bureau 
Manager  to  Manager  to  advertise  and  request  proposals  for  Agreement  No.  CS-660,  Hetch 
Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project  Phase  2  -  Chloramine  Conversion,  Development  and 
Implementation  of  the  Chloramine  Public  Outreach  Program;  receive  proposals  for  said 
professional  services  agreement;  conduct  a  selection  procedure  to  identify  the  best  qualified 
consulting  firm;  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  for  approval  to  negotiate  and  execute  a 
professional  services  agreement. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  1  4  2QQQ       y^')   >-7   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0^70 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  certain  real  property 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  which 
is  leased  to  businesses  and  individuals;  and 

WHEREAS,  Through  Resolutions  95-0038,  95-0171,  96-0008,  96-0126,  97- 
0206,  97-0341,  98-0176,  99-0064,  and  99-0301,  the  SFPUC  contracted  the  services 
of  Mr.  Bruce  Lymburn  to  provide  independent  property  appraisals,  negotiate  fair 
market  rents,  negotiate  with  the  City  of  Pleasanton  on  the  development  of  the 
Bernal  Property  and  work  on  the  marketing  and  disposition  of  the  property;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  has  utilized  the  services  of  Mr.  Lymburn  on  the 
negotiating  team  to  ensure  the  project  approvals  were  obtained  from  the  City  of 
Pleasanton  for  the  development  and  sale  of  the  Bernal  Property;  and 

WHEREAS,  This  Resolution  is  required  in  order  to  pay  Mr.  Lymburn  for  his 
services  rendered  from  July  1,  2000  through  December  31,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  for  this  contract  modification  is  available  in  the  General 
Manager's  Bernal  Property  project  operating  budget;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  extension  of  the  personal 
services  contract  with  Mr.  Bruce  Lymburn  to  December  31,  2000. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  1 4  2000 


Secretary,  Pubut  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0271 

WHEREAS,  On  November  14,  2000,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  met  in 
Executive  Session  to  consider  the  settlement  in  the  case  of  Santa  Clara  County 
Transit  District  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Santa  Clara  County  Superior 
Court  Action  No.  CV781561,  filed  April  28,  1999;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  settlement  calls  for  the  Santa  Clara  County  Transit 
District  to  pay  San  Francisco  $16,800  for  the  purchase  of  a  fee  of  6,072  square  feet 
and  two  construction  easements  of  2,216  and  2,301,  respectively,  on  San 
Francisco's  property  in  Santa  Clara  County  where  the  City's  property  crosses 
Tasman  Drive,  for  the  Transit  District's  Tasman  Drive  light  rail  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  General  Manager  of  the  San  Francisco  Water  Department,  the 
Director  of  Property,  and  the  City  Attorney  recommended  the  settlement  be 
approved;  now  it  is 

RESOLVED,  That  after  due  consideration,  the  Commission  accepts  and 
approves  the  settlement. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of      ^gy  ^  A  2000^^""^    • 

Secretar^Pubiic  Utilities  Commission 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Water 

Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  &  Power 

CLEAN  Water 


Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr. 
MAYOR 
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1:30  P.M. 
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For  information  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165 
Minutes  and  otiier  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/puc 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1. 


Call  to  Order: 


1:35  P.M. 


2. 


Roll  Call: 


Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Connmissioner 
Frank  L.  Cook,  Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen, 
Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 


Excused  -     Vice  President  Victor  G.  Makras 


3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

There  were  no  minutes  submitted. 

4.  Communications 

There  were  no  comments  or  action  taken. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 

a.  President  Normandy  referred  to  a  letter  from  San  Francisco  State  University 
Department  of  Public  Safety  requesting  light  improvements  around  the 
perimeter  of  the  campus.  John  P.  Mullane,  General  Manager  of  Public 
Utilities,  stated  that  the  Bureau  of  Light,  Heat  and  Power  were  working  on  it. 

b.  President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  respond  to  the  letter  from  the 
Coastside  County  Water  District  dated  October  20,  2000.  Cheryl  Davis, 
Water  Supply  &  Treatment  Division  Manager,  stated  that  staff  was  working 
with  the  City  Attorney's  Office  on  finalizing  the  response. 

c.  President  Normandy  thanked  staff  for  providing  the  Vehicle  Maintenance 
Report  on  October  19.  He  commented  that  the  report  described  the  policy 
and  the  process  very  well;  however,  it  did  not  answer  staff's  concerns  about 
the  safety  of  the  City  vehicles  assigned  to  them.  He  recommended  polling 
employees  who  drive  City  vehicles  to  get  their  input  concerning  general 


vehicular  use. 

Mr.  Mullane  explained  that  any  employee  who  has  an  assigned  vehicle  or 
the  pool  administrator  was  supposed  to  submit  monthly  cards  to  respective 
repair  units  to  report  the  problems  in  the  vehicle.  He  stated  that  the  driver 
should  see  to  it  that  any  car  problem  is  fixed. 

Commissioner  Cook  commented  that  the  employee  operating  the  vehicle 
should  be  a  good  steward  of  the  vehicle  assigned  to  them  and  be 
responsible  for  proper  maintenance  and  cleanliness  of  the  vehicle. 
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President  Normandy  stated  that  we  have  a  good  policy  in  place;  however, 
we  have  to  make  sure  that  we  address  the  concerns  of  our  employees. 

d.      President  Normandy  directed  staff  to  calendar  an  agenda  item  concerning 
the  reconstitution  of  the  Citizens  Advisory  Committee  on  Wastewater 
Management  for  the  second  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on 
February  27,  2001 . 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 

President  Normandy  noted  that  he  received  a  letter  from  John  F.  Kennedy  School 
of  Government  concerning  an  award  they  were  giving  called  "Innovations  in 
American  Government".  President  Normandy  stated  that  the  SFPUC  had 
completed  outstanding  projects  in  recent  years  that  qualify  us  to  apply  for  the 
award.  He  directed  staff  to  look  into  this  matter. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

a)         Urban  Water  Management  Plan. 

Michael  Carlin  reported  that  staff  would  be  bringing  the  Update  to  the 
Urban  Water  Management  Plan  for  adoption  by  the  Commission  on 
December  12,  2000.  He  stated  that  the  State  of  California  Urban  Water 
Planning  Management  Act  requires  an  update  to  the  existing  Urban 
Management  Plan  every  five  years.  The  plan  covers  an  updated  program 
regarding  water  conservation  and  water  shortage  allocation.  Notices  as  to 
the  availability  of  the  plan  for  public  review  were  inserted  in  water  bills. 
The  deadline  for  public  comments  is  December  4,  2000.  The  statutory 
deadline  for  submission  of  the  update  to  the  State  is  December  30,  2000. 

Emeric  Kalman  commented  that  there  was  insufficient  time  for  the  public 
to  comment  on  the  plan  update.  He  urged  the  Commission  to  postpone 
the  discussion  to  a  later  date.  He  asked  whether  the  Commission  had 
reviewed  the  document. 

Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  a  notice  of  the  meeting  was  inserted  in  customers' 
bills.  It  would  also  be  advertised  in  the  local  newspaper  on  Thursday.  He 
emphasized  that  when  the  item  is  calendared,  there  would  be  more  ample 
time  for  staff  to  present  the  document.  It  would  also  be  the  appropriate 
time  to  discuss  the  subject  at  length. 

President  Normandy  requested  Mr.  Kalman  to  discuss  his  concerns  with 
Michael  Carlin.  In  response  to  Mr.  Kalman's  question,  he  said  that  he  had 
read  the  plan  as  had  the  rest  of  the  Commission  but  they  were  not  ready 
to  comment  as  it  was  still  in  draft  form. 
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b)        Other  Items 


Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  San  Francisco  Water  Alliance  requested  that  their 
monthly  reports  to  the  Commission  be  scheduled  the  first  meeting  of  the 
month. 

He  recommended  continuance  of  Item  11  to  the  first  meeting  in  December 
as  requested  by  Commissioner  Makras. 

At  Mr.  Mullane's  request,  the  Commission  Secretary  played  a  video  tape 
of  Channel  2's  10  O'clock  News  (My  20*  Century  Segment)  featuring  the 
Hetch  Hetchy  reservoir.  The  clip  showed  the  making  of  the 
O'Shaughnessy  Dam.  Several  members  of  the  Sierra  Club  spoke  and 
encouraged  the  idea  of  removing  the  dam  and  suggested  storage  of  water 
be  moved  to  another  location,  perhaps  the  Don  Pedro  Dam  to  allow  the 
valley  to  regenerate  itself.  In  summary,  Mr.  Mullane  commented  that  the 
report  was  balanced  and  positive  to  San  Francisco. 

President  Normandy  thanked  Beverly  Hennessy,  SFPUC's  Public 
Relations  Officer,  for  making  sure  that  our  story  was  correctly  told.  He 
suggested  sending  a  thank  you  note  to  Steve  McKenzie,  who  gave  the 
news  report. 

Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  General  Manager's  Report 

Arthur  Jensen,  General  Manager  of  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association,  gave  a 
follow-up  report  concerning  BAWUA's  expectations  on  issues  such  as  water 
quality,  Capital  Improvement  Program,  and  financing  plan. 

Mr.  Jensen  noted  that  a  progress  report  regarding  the  Water  Supply  Master  Plan  is 
forthcoming  as  required  by  the  Commission.  With  respect  to  water  quality,  they 
are  looking  forward  to  improvements  to  the  Sunol  Water  Treatment  Plant  and  the 
staging  of  improvements  overtime.  Regarding  the  Capital  Improvement  Plan  and 
Financial  Plan,  he  said  BAWUA  understood  the  necessity  of  shifting  the  schedule 
to  accommodate  the  review  of  San  Francisco  Water  Alliance.  It  also  made  sense 
that  the  Commission  requested  that  an  overall  strategic  planning  be  brought 
foHA/ard.  He  asked  that  they  be  informed  of  why  schedules  changed  and  what 
were  their  impact  on  the  CIP.  Mr.  Jensen  stated  that  he  expected  all  BAWUA 
member  agencies  would  adopt  the  Interim  Water  Shortage  Allocation.  He  noted 
that  member  agencies  of  BAWUA  are  doing  their  own  Urban  Water  Management 
Plan.  It  was  not  BAWUA's  intent  to  review  each  plan.  They  sent  out  advisory 
information  on  current  laws  and  regulation,  and  they  used  information  from  the 
Water  Supply  Master  Plan.  With  regard  to  Chloramination,  he  wanted  to  make 
sure  that  BAWUA  agencies  are  prepared  for  conversion.  He  mentioned  that  last 
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summer,  SFPUC  staff  surveyed  member  agencies  on  preparedness;  and  he 
suggested  doing  that  twice  a  year  to  monitor  their  progress. 

President  Normandy  commented  that  the  increased  communication  between  the 
Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  and  SFPUC  have  proved  beneficial  to  all  sides. 

9.  Public  Comments 

There  were  no  public  comments. 

REGULAR  BUSINESS 

10.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  emergency  repair  of  the  Moccasin 
penstock. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0272:     Ratify  the  Declaration  of  Emergency  made  by  the 

President  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  for  the 
repair  of  the  Moccasin  penstock. 

CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 

Award 


1 1 .  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2316R.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of  November  14,  2000.) 

Staff  Recommendation:      Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2316R,  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant 
Improvement  Project  (SIP)  Phase  1 ,  in  the  amount  of 
$46,671,000  to  Monterey  Mechanical  Company. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  continue  Item 
1 1  to  the  next  regularly  scheduled  Commission  meeting  on  December  12,  2000; 
passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

12.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2230. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 
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Resolution  No.  00-0273      Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2230,  Calaveras  Potassium  Permanganate  Facility, 
in  Alameda  County,  in  the  amount  of  $1 ,773,984  to 
Proven  Management,  Inc. 

13.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-2347. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0274:     Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-2347,  Pulgas  Valve  Lot  Upgrade,  in  the  amount  of 
$1,334,305  to  Mitchell  Engineering. 

Amend 

14.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
205. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0275:     Approve  Modification  No.  1  to  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-205,  4*''  Avenue/5*^  Avenue/Paris 
^  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  increasing  the  contract 

amount  by  $101 ,703;  and  adding  a  time  extension  of  14 
consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  contract  duration 
of  84  days. 

Close 

15.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  220. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0276:     Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-220,  Third  Street  Sewer  System 
Improvement  -  Phase  II;  approve  contract  modification 
No.  1  increasing  the  contract  amount  by  $81,389  with  a 
time  extension  of  35  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a 
total  contract  duration  of  200  consecutive  calendar 
days;  and  authorize  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$86,387  to  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc. 
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CLOSED  SESSION 


16.  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  none. 

17.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  assert  the 
attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  met  in  Closed  Session  at  2:30  P.M.  to  discuss  the 
following  matters: 

1 8.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(a): 

Existing  Litigation:        Esmaili  et  al  vs.  City  of  Millbrae  et  al,  San  Mateo  Superior 

Court  No.  410495;  and  Delgado  et  al  vs.  City  of  Millbrae  et 
al,  San  Mateo  Superior  Court  No.  414241 . 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Commissioner  Cook,  Commissioner  Caen, 
Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P.  Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General 
Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  Commission  Secretary  Jill  R.  Thompson,  Deputy  City 
Attorney  Louise  Simpson,  and  Bureau  of  Finance  Supervising  Fiscal  Officer  Carlos 
Jacobo. 

No  action  was  taken. 

19.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  P. 
Mullane,  Jr.,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary 
Jill  R.  Thompson. 

No  action  was  taken. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session  at  3:00 
P.M. 
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20.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  no  action  was  taken  during  Closed  Session. 

21 .  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session.  - 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt  not  to  disclose 
the  discussion  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (4-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  3:01  P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0272 


WHEREAS,  On  November  9,  2000,  in  the  course  of  work  under  Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-888,  Moccasin  Sewer  Replacement,  SFPUC  staff  was 
notified  that  an  emergency  condition  had  been  identified;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contractor.  Proven  Management,  Inc.,  discovered  water  flowing 
at  the  rate  of  5  gallons  per  minute  at  the  underground  intersection  of  the  Moccasin 
penstock  and  a  Moccasin  sewer  line;  and 

WHEREAS,  Upon  further  investigation,  it  was  determined  that  the  source  was  of 
the  same  quality  as  water  in  the  penstock;  and 

WHEREAS,  Further  excavation  is  necessary  to  determine  the  exact  location  of 
the  source  of  the  leakage;  and 

WHEREAS,  A  shutdown  of  the  Moccasin  penstock  may  be  required  during  this 
work;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  estimated  cost  of  the  emergency  work  is  $65,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funding  for  this  modification  will  be  available  in  Project  CUH846  - 
Moccasin  Penstock  Replacement;  and 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  ratifies  the  Declaration  of  Emergency 
made  by  the  President  of  the  Commission,  dated  November  14,  2000. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  2  8  2000 


Secretary,  Publ/crUtilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0273 


WHEREAS,  On  July  1 1,  2000,  by  resolution  No.  00-0177,  the  Commission  approved  the 
plans  and  specifications  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2230,  Calaveras 
Potassium  Permanganate  Facility,  in  Alameda  County;  and 

WHEREAS,  Contract  No.  WD-2230,  Calaveras  Potassium  Permanganate  Facility,  was 
advertised  on  August  8,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $1,347,082;  and 

WHEREAS,  2  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  October  5,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  contract  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from 
Project  CUW134  -  Sunol  Fast  Track  budget;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  goals  of  17%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  have  been  established  and  approved 
for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Proven  Management,  is  committed  to  meet 
these  MBE/WBE  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  plarming  department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  section  has 
determined  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD2230  to  be  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2230,  Calaveras  Potassium  Permanganate  Facility,  in  Alameda 
County,  in  the  amount  of  $1,773,894,  including  alternates  1  through  4,  to  the  lowest,  qualified, 
responsible  and  responsive  bidder.  Proven  Management,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  ^  8  2000   yj  ^  


Secretary,  PUdHc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0274 


WHEREAS,  On  August  8,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0198,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  plans  and  specifications  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract 
No.  WD-2347,  Pulgas  Valve  Lot  Upgrade,  and  authorized  advertising  for  bids  to  provide  new 
valves  and  control  equipment  to  perform  urgent  operations  at  the  upstream  portal  of  the  Pulgas 
Tunnel;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $1,375,000; 

and 

WHEREAS,  the  funds  for  this  contract  are  available  from  Project  CUW126  -  Pulgas 
Valve  Lot  Upgrade,  Phase  1 ;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  was  advertised  on  September  23,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  8  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  October  26,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Mitchell 
Engineering  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  19%  MBE  and  9%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC.  Mitchell  Engineering  is  committed  to  meet  the  19.5%  MBE  and  14.99% 
WBE  goals  submitted  in  their  bid;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2347,  Pulgas  Valve  Lot 
Upgrade,  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  envirotmiental  review  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2347,  Pulgas  Valve  Lot  Upgrade,  in  the  amount  of  $1,334,305,  to 
the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Mitchell  Engineering. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of         NOV  2  8  2000 


Secretary,  Pfiolic  Utilities  Commissi 


2s  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00*0275 


WHEREAS,  On  April  25,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0115,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-205,  4"^  Avenue/5''^ 
Avenue/Paris  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  to  J.  Flores  Construction  Company,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  June  19,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  for  $375,191  and  the  duration  was  70 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  is  being  issued  for  $101,703  and  increases  the  contract 
amount  to  $476,894;  and  extends  the  contract  duration  by  14  calendar  days  to  accommodate 
delays  caused  by  additional  street  reconstruction,  concrete  slurry  removal,  installation  of  extra 
pipe  and  an  adjustment  of  manhole  elevation,  and  delays  due  to  unmarked  underground  lines; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  modification  is  $135,000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  the  sewer  portion  of  the  modification  ($12,159)  are  available  from 
the  Clean  Water  Program's  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  CW-205,  4*  Avenue/5"^ 
Avenue/Paris  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  Job  Order  No.  1626N  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS 
Project  No.  CENRNRR00740).  Funds  for  the  street  reconstruction  work  ($89,544)  are  available 
from  the  Department  of  Public  Works'  Pavement  Renovation  Program  under  Job  Order  No. 
7449E  (Fund  3C/SIF/UNA  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENTRNSR4940);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  16%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  modification  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance 
Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  is  categorically  exempt  from 
environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No.  1  to  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-205,  4"^  Avenue/5"'  Avenue/Paris  Street  Sewer  Replacement, 
increasing  the  contract  by  $101,703,  and  adding  a  time  extension  of  14  consecutive  calendar 
days  for  a  total  contract  duration  of  84  days. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  res( 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  


ulion  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 

8  2000 


Secretary/yPublic  Utilities  Comrnission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00*027 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-220,  Third  Street  Sewer  Improvements  -  Phase  II,  by  the  contractor,  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.; 
and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  December  13,  1999,  and  the 
contract  work  was  completed  on  June  30,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $1,463,165,  and  for  a  duration  of  165 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  is  being  issued  for  $81,389,  and  increases  the 
final  contract  amount  to  $1,544,563,  (and  extends  the  contract  duration  by  35  consecutive 
calendar  days  for  a  total  of  200  consecutive  calendar  days)  to  accommodate  inclement  weather 
conditions  during  the  99/00  rainy  season;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  in  the  1988  Sewer  Bond  Fund  under  Job  Order  No. 
1645N  (Fund  5C/CPF/88B,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENMSCFS1340);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established  MBE/WBE 
subcontracting  participation  goals  of  22%  MBE  and  8%  WBE;  now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  the  work  performed  for  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-220,  Third  Street  Sewer  System  Improvements  -  Phase  II,  approves 
Modification  No.  1  (Final),  increasing  the  contract  by  $81,389,  for  a  final  contract  amount  of 
$1,544,563,  (and  with  a  time  extension  of  35  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  contract 
duration  of  200  consecutive  calendar  days);  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $86, 
387  to  the  contractor,  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  NOV  Z  8  2000   


Secretary,  PublK  Utilities  Commission 
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SAN  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 


Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr. 
Mayor 


E.  Dennis  Normandy 

President 

Victor  G.  Makras 
Vice  President 


Frank  L.  Cook 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Ashok  Kumar  Bhatt 


NOTICE  OF  PUBLIC  HEARING 


John  P.  Mullane,  Jr. 
General  Manager 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  San  Francisco  Public  UtiUties  Commission, 
water  supplier  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  and  portions  of  Alameda, 
Santa  Clara,  San  Mateo,  and  Tuolumne  counties,  will  hold  a  hearing  on  the  adoption 
of  its  Year  2000  Urban  Water  Management  Plan  on  December  12,  2000  at  1 :30  P.M. 
in  Room  400,  City  hall,  1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Water 

Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  &  Power 

Clean  Water 


Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr. 
MAYOR 

MINUTES 

December  12,  2000 

1:30  P.M. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 


COMMISSIONERS 

E.  Dennis  Normandy,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
Frank  L.  Cook 
Ann  MoUer  Caen 
Ashok  Kumar  Bhatt 


DEPARTMENTS 

Water  Department 

City  Distribution  Division 
Water  Supply  &  Treatment 

Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power 

Clean  Water  Program 

Water  Pollution  Control 


John  P.  MuUane,  Jr. 
GENERAL  MANAGER 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
SECRETARY 


BUREAUS 

Commercial  Land  Management 
Customer  Service 

Environmental  Regulation  and  Management 
Finance 

Information  Technology  Services 
Personnel  and  Training 
Strategic  and  Systems  Planning 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
Water  Quality 


For  information  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-3165 
Minutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUG  web  site:  www.ci.sf.ca.us/puc 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1.  Call  to  Order:         1:40  P.M. 

2.  Roll  Call:  Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Vice  President 

Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  Frank  L.  Cook, 
Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen 

Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt  arrived  at  1:42  P.M. 

3.  Approval  of  Minutes 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
Minutes  of  the  Regular  Meeting  of  October  24,  2000,  the  Minutes  of  the  Special 
Meeting  of  November  3,  2000,  and  the  Minutes  of  the  Special  Meeting  of 
December  1 ,  2000;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  a  copy  of  Resolution  No.  00-0244  adopted  on 
October  24,  2000. 

4.  Communications 

No  action  was  taken. 

5.  Old/Ongoing  Business  by  Commissioners 

Commissioner  Cook  requested  staff  to  provide  a  report  concerning  SFPUC's  policy 
on  background  checks  for  hiring  purposes.  John  P.  Mullane,  General  Manager  of 
Public  Utilities,  stated  that  a  memo  would  be  provided  to  the  Commission  within  30 
days. 

6.  Introduction  of  New  Business  by  Commissioners 
There  was  none. 

7.  Report  of  the  General  Manager 

Mr.  Mullane  noted  that  today's  meeting  would  be  the  last  meeting  of  the  year. 

a.      Theodore  Roosevelt  Environmental  Award. 

Cheryl  Davis,  Water  Supply  &  Treatment  Division  Manager,  reported  that 
SFPUC  received  the  "Theodore  Roosevelt  Award  for  Excellence  in  Natural 
Resources  Management"  from  the  Association  of  California  Water 
Agencies.  The  award  was  given  to  recognize  SFPUC's  efforts  in  managing 
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environmental  resources  specifically  for  the  adoption  and  innplementation  of 
the  Alameda  Creek  Grazing  Resource  Management  Plan.  Ms.  Davis 
presented  the  award  to  the  Commission. 

Gas  and  Power  Issues. 

Laurie  Park,  Acting  General  Manager  for  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power, 
stated  that  the  energy  situation  had  worsened  since  November  2000. 

Ms.  Park  reported  that  the  California  Independent  System  Operator  (ISO) 
declared  a  number  of  state  emergencies  in  November  and  December  2000 
that  called  for  load  reduction  due  to  limited  power  capacity.  She  talked 
about  different  measures  that  were  taken  to  alleviate  power  shortages. 
ISO's  protocol  when  at  Stage  3  emergency  is  to  stop  the  State  Department 
of  Water  Resources  from  pumping  water.  The  State  also  called  upon  the 
federal  government  to  help  with  every  available  hydraulic  resource. 
However,  since  these  units  had  always  been  tapped,  they  are  now  running 
out  of  water. 

Ms.  Park  stated  that  the  market  resource  is  short  of  gas  and  electric  and  the 
price  is  very  high  and  volatile.  She  noted  that  the  price  of  gas  increased 
336%  compared  to  last  year.  The  gas  shortage  was  a  result  of  increasing 
demand  due  to  economic  growth,  and  no  new  gas  supply  production  to 
meet  the  high  demand.  There  were  also  electric  power  plants  taken  down 
for  maintenance  or  repair. 

Ms.  Park  reported  that  staff  was  working  hard  to  secure  daily  supplies  but 
they  were  unable  to  lock  monthly  purchases  of  power.  They  are  continuing 
to  look  at  options  for  the  next  three  months  and  explore  longer-term 
solutions  such  as  the  wind  project,  Calpine  power  plant,  generation  plant  at 
the  Airport,  and  purchase  of  power  on  a  longer-term  basis.  Commissioner 
Caen  asked  about  the  status  of  obtaining  long-term  contracts.  Ms.  Park 
stated  that  they  tried  to  get  a  quote  for  five  years  but  marketers  were  not 
responsive.  In  addition,  prices  are  very  high  to  lock  in  a  five-year  contract 
today. 

President  Normandy  asked  about  SFPUC's  representation  in  the 
governmental  agencies  dealing  with  this  issue.  Ms.  Park  stated  that  they 
have  been  working  with  the  City  Attorney's  Office,  who  represents  the 
SFPUC  at  FERC,  ISO,  CPUC  and  the  State  Legislature. 

Mr.  Mullane  noted  that  staff  would  also  provide  the  same  report  to  the 
Mayor. 
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c.       Pulgas  Water  Temple. 


The  Commission  Secretary  played  a  video  clip  of  the  news  segment  run  by 
Channel  20  last  week  on  WB  Primetime  concerning  the  history  of  the 
Pulgas  Water  Temple  and  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir. 

8.  Public  comments  on  matters  not  on  today's  agenda. 

The  following  individuals  commented  in  opposition  to  fluoridation:  Billie  Barewald, 
of  Mountain  View  Citizens  for  Safe  Drinking  Water;  Barb  Dawson;  Gary  Wesley; 
and  Maureen  Jones.  Ms.  Barewald  read  a  white  paper  concerning  fluoride  and  its 
harmful  effects  to  immuno-compromised  customers.  She  urged  that  non- 
fluoridated  water  be  provided  to  these  customers.  Ms.  Dawson  said  that  there 
were  scientific  data  that  proves  fluoride  causes  cancer,  learning  disabilities  in 
children  and  other  genetic  problems.  Mr.  Wesley  stated  that  the  state  legislation 
mandating  fluoridation  does  not  apply  to  the  SFPUC  until  funding  is  provided. 
Maureen  Jones  of  San  Jose  stated  that  the  Journal  of  American  Dental 
Association  had  said  that  fluoridation  does  not  help  children  suffering  from  baby 
bottle  tooth  decay. 

Nate  Ratner  commended  the  following  SFPUC  employees  for  their  dedication  to 
their  respective  assignments:  Ray  Yamagishi  (Bureau  of  Light,  Heat  &  Power), 
Tom  Franza  (Water  Pollution  Control),  Tony  Flores,  Cal  Gray,  Bob  Wang,  Rick 
Johnson,  and  Mary  Lew  (all  from  City  Distribution  Division). 

President  Normandy  stated  that  the  SFPUC  has  an  existing  employee  recognition 
program  and  he  would  like  the  program  to  also  include  nominations  from  the 
public. 

REGULAR  BUSINESS 

9.  Announcement  following  November  3,  2000  Closed  Session  which  was  adjourned 
due  to  lack  of  a  quorum.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to 
Government  Code  Section  54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section 
67.10(b):  Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities. 

President  Normandy  announced  that  no  action  was  taken  during  the  Closed 
Session  held  on  November  3,  2000. 

1 0.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  November  3,  2000 
Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen  not  to  disclose 
the  discussion  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 
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Public  Hearinq:To  consider  adoption  of  the  2000  Urban  Water  Management  Plan 
Update. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Adopt  the  2000  Urban  Water  Management  Plan 

Update. 

Ellen  Levin,  Water  Policy  Analyst  with  the  Bureau  of  Strategic  and  Systems 
Planning,  gave  a  presentation  using  overhead  slides  concerning  the  elements  of 
the  Urban  Management  Plan.  Ms.  Levin  stated  that  the  Urban  Water  Management 
Planning  Act  of  1983  required  submission  of  an  update  to  the  SFPUC  Urban  Water 
Management  Plan  every  five  years  beginning  in  1985.  The  SFPUC  submitted  its 
initial  plan  in  1985.  The  updated  plan  is  due  to  the  State  Department  of  Water 
Resources  at  the  end  of  the  month. 

Ms.  Levin  talked  about  the  elements  of  the  plan:  past,  current,  and  projected  water 
usage,  water  source  and  supply  projection,  reliability  planning,  demand 
management  measures,  water  shortage  contingency  planning,  and  water 
recycling. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  about  the  method  used  to  project  water  demands.  Ms. 
Levin  responded  that  it  was  based  on  the  Water  Supply  Master  Plan  collected  from 
the  Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association's  (BAWUA)  1998-99  Annual  Report.  Mr. 
Art  Jensen,  BAWUA's  General  Manager,  concurred  with  Ms.  Levin  and  said  the 
data  was  used  in  estimates  and  planning  and  was  based  on  customers'  estimates, 
needs,  availability  of  supply  from  other  sources,  and  water  conservation. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  whether  the  different  agencies  factored  in  projections 
and  actual  growth  in  their  plans.  Mr.  Jensen  responded  that  they  did.  The 
projections  were  based  on  approved  general  plans  of  only  5-15  year  duration.  The 
agencies  considered  build  out  in  these  areas  and  tried  to  assess  future  demands 
based  on  that  information. 

Commissioner  Makras  requested  that  staff  provide  the  actual  projected  demand 
and  break  it  down  into  the  following  categories:  master  plans  anticipated  growth; 
and  real  growth  broken  down  into  market  housing,  government  subsidized 
housing,  industrial,  or  commercial.  He  said  he  would  like  to  see  which  cities  are 
building  what  to  determine  future  demand  for  water  supply. 

Mr.  Jensen  explained  that  not  all  of  the  agencies  used  the  same  method  of 
projections  and  not  all  of  them  went  into  detail. 

Michael  Carlin,  Manager  of  the  Bureau  of  Strategic  and  Systems  Planning,  stated 
that  they  used  a  uniform  data  base  put  out  by  the  Association  of  Bay  Area 
Governments  and  came  out  with  a  20-year  projection  of  growth  in  cities,  by  county, 
industry  and  housing.  He  said  he  would  provide  the  projections  by  county. 
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Ms.  Levin  clarified  that  the  plan  could  be  amended  once  it  is  submitted  within  the 
five-year  period  prior  to  actual  update. 

Commissioner  Makras  expressed  his  opinion  that  the  projections  were  not  real  and 
we  need  to  look  at  the  actual  growth.  He  suggested  continuing  the  item  until  an 
accurate  number  is  provided  to  the  Commission. 

At  President  Normandy's  inquiry,  Ms.  Levin  noted  that  there  is  no  penalty  for  late 
submission.  President  Normandy  recommended  continuance  of  the  item  if  there  is 
no  penalty  for  not  meeting  the  deadline. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  why  a  drought  management  plan  for  San  Francisco 
was  not  addressed  in  the  Urban  Management  Plan.  Ms.  Levin  stated  that  the  plan 
included  what  has  been  done  in  the  past  and  what  we  are  going  to  do  in  the  future. 
She  said  an  Interim  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan  had  been  prepared  and 
adopted  by  the  Commission  and  if  approved  by  BAWUA  agencies  would  address 
water  shortage.  However,  it  does  not  address  San  Francisco.  She  said  it  was 
staff's  intent  to  develop  a  Water  Shortage  Allocation  Plan  for  retail  customers. 
There  was  also  a  statement  in  the  Urban  Water  Management  Plan  that  a 
Contingency  Plan  for  retail  customers  would  be  prepared.  Commissioner  Caen 
suggested  developing  a  plan  for  managing  drought  in  the  City  and  include  it  in  the 
Urban  Management  Plan. 

Mr.  Carlin  stated  that  he  would  provide  an  agenda  item  at  the  second  meeting  in 
February  to  address  a  Drought  Management  Plan  for  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  Mullane  stated  that  including  the  shortage  allocation  plan  for  retail  customers 
would  delay  the  submission  of  the  Urban  Management  Plan.  He  suggested 
referring  to  it  in  the  Urban  Management  Plan.  Staff  will  return  to  the  Commission 
with  a  water  shortage  allocation  plan  for  retail  customers  in  San  Francisco. 

Commissioner  Cook  moved  to  continue  the  item  to  the  next  regular  Commission 
meeting  scheduled  on  January  9,  2001 .  Commissioner  Makras  seconded.  The 
motion  passed  unanimously;  (5-0). 

Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  filtration  avoidance  policy. 

Steve  Leonard,  Special  Assistant,  presented  a  background  on  how  the  filtration 
exemption  was  obtained.  The  SFPUC  negotiated  an  agreement  with  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  the  State  of  California  to  be  exempt 
from  filtering  Hetch  Hetchy  water.  Mr.  Leonard  talked  about  the  criteria  that  must 
be  met  to  maintain  filtration  avoidance  status. 

Mr.  Leonard  noted  that  current  regulations  require  SFPUC  to  disinfect  Hetch 
Hetchy  water  with  a  new  form  of  disinfection  either  ultraviolet  radiation  or 
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ozonation.  The  cost  of  these  disinfection  process  ranges  from  $20  million  to  $80 
million. 

Mr.  Leonard  talked  about  future  capital  needs;  namely,  improvement  to  the 
O'Shaughnessy  Dam  and  the  Priest  Reservoir,  new  disinfection  for  Hetch  Hetchy 
water  due  in  2005,  new  filtration  capacity  in  the  East  Bay,  San  Joaquin 
Rehabilitation,  alternative  to  Irvington  Tunnel,  and  additional  storage  on  the 
transmission  system. 

Mr.  Leonard  stated  that  Hetch  Hetchy  water  would  not  have  to  be  filtered  in  the 
near  term  but  that  could  change  due  to  changing  values  and  technologies. 
Filtration  avoidance  requires  extensive  capital  expenditure.  It  also  requires 
extraordinary  emergency  operations  due  higher  risks  of  potential  interruption  and 
boil  orders. 

Commissioner  Makras  inquired  whether  the  $20  million  to  $80  million  project  was 
included  in  the  10-year  Capital  Improvement  Program  (CIP).  Mr.  Leonard 
responded  it  was  not.  Mr.  Carlin  explained  that  the  Ultra  Violet  proposal  was  not 
included  in  the  CIP,  as  it  had  not  been  perfected.  However,  ozonation  is  in  the  CIP 
plan.  If  we  were  to  go  with  ultraviolet  disinfection,  the  dollars  would  be  about  the 
same.  He  commented  that  the  CIP  changes  every  year  and  there  may  be  projects 
that  we  may  not  have  to  do.  Commissioner  Makras  suggested  that  the  CIP  should 
be  amended  as  projects  change. 

Commissioner  Makras  recommended  establishing  a  policy  that  all  future  agenda 
items  concerning  capital  projects  indicate  whether  the  project  is  included  in  the  CIP 
and  bring  it  as  an  agenda  item  at  the  next  Commission  meeting. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

■Resolution  No.  00-0277:     Reaffirm  SFPUC's  policy  to  maintain  the  "filtration 

avoidance"  status  for  Hetch  Hetchy  water;  and  direct 
staff  to  prepare  and  submit  operating  fund  and  capital 
project  budget  requests  consistent  with  proactive 
maintenance  of  "filtration  avoidance". 

13.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project 
Phase  2  -  Chloramine  Conversion. 

Patty  Mallett  of  the  Bureau  of  Strategic  and  Systems  Planning  spoke  to  the  item. 
She  requested  that  the  Commission  adopt  the  Environmental  Impact  Report  and 
CEQA  findings  and  Mitigation  Measures  for  the  Chloramine  Conversion  Project. 
The  EIR  published  in  June  2000  had  been  certified  by  the  Department  of  City 
Planning  as  meeting  CEQA  requirements.  Ms.  Mallett  noted  that  the  project  is 
included  in  the  10-Year  SFPUC  Capital  Improvement  Plan. 
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Commissioner  IVlakras  stated  that  the  agenda  item  indicated  that  if  approved  the 
project  would  cost  $45  million;  and  if  it  was  not,  there  are  projects  that  still  need  to 
be  implemented.  He  asked  what  those  projects  are  and  their  costs.  Ms.  Mallet 
responded  that  if  we  decide  not  to  do  the  chloramine  conversion,  we  would  still 
need  to  address  disinfection  treatment  issues  at  Tesia  Portal  Station  and  Harry 
Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant. 

Ms.  Mallett  commented  that  $20  million  of  the  total  project  cost  was  for  the 
dechloramination  facility  at  Pulgas.  All  other  facilities  are  new  such  as  the 
ammonia  feed  facility  at  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  and  the  other  dechlorination 
facilities.  She  said  the  TesIa  project  could  be  deferred  but  it  would  make  sense  to 
do  the  design  now. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  what  were  the  $2  million  ongoing  operational  costs. 
Cheryl  Davis,  Water  Supply  &  Treatment  Division  Manager,  stated  that  it  accounts 
for  additional  treatment  chemicals  such  as  chlorine  and  ammonia  and  other  kinds 
of  water  treatment  chemicals. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  he  reviewed  the  EIR  and  the  findings  and  he 
found  them  appropriate.  He  concurred  with  the  Department  of  City  Planning  in 
adopting  the  EIR,  as  they  were  accurate  for  the  project  contemplated. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0278:     Approve  Project  CUW143,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 

Treatment  Project  Phase  2  -  Chloramine  Conversion 
subject  to  future  action  by  the  Commission;  and  adopt 
the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA) 
Findings  and  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting 
Program  with  respect  to  the  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Report  for  the  project. 

Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  SFPUC  Lead  Reduction  Program. 

Commissioner  Caen  asked  whether  other  alternatives  would  be  implemented  aside 
from  the  Leaded  Water  Meter  Replacement  Alternative.  Andrew  DeGraca,  Water 
Quality  Bureau  Manager,  responded  they  would  only  be  doing  meter 
replacements. 

Commissioner  Caen  inquired  why  staff  was  not  going  with  the  leaded  plumbing 
component  replacement.  Mr.  DeGraca  explained  that  it  was  an  expensive  option. 
Instead,  the  Water  Quality  Bureau  and  the  City  Distribution  Division  would  work 
together  to  replace  lead  plumbing  components  as  they  are  reported.  However,  if 
the  Commission  would  so  direct,  they  will  add  it  to  the  program. 
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Mr.  DeGraca  pointed  out  that  the  most  cost  effective  alternative  was  meter 
replacement.  He  talked  about  staff's  difficulty  with  offering  free  unleaded  faucets 
to  Child  Care  facilities,  as  most  of  them  were  not  owners  of  the  business. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  he  would  support  acceleration  of  the  program  for 
certain  groups  of  customers. 

Commissioner  Caen  concurred  with  adopting  the  resolution  as  presented  but  she 
would  like  to  include  additional  acceleration  in  the  budget. 

Commissioner  Makras  suggested  acceleration  of  the  program  into  two-phases:  (1) 
Childcare  Centers,  High  Lead  Sites,  Elementary  School  and  Recreation  Centers, 
Middle  and  High  Schools,  and  Low  Income  Housing  in  one  or  two  years;  (2)  the 
General  Public  Rebate  Program  at  a  more  logical  phase. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0279:     Direct  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to  modify 

the  existing  Water  Meter  Replacement  Program  to  use 
unleaded  water  meters  at  an  annual  cost  not  to  exceed 
$64,000,  discontinue  the  purchase  of  leaded  water 
meters,  and  include  funding  in  the  CDD  FY  2001  -2002 
and  subsequent  years  budgets  to  accomplish  this 
policy. 

Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  reallocation  of  funds. 

Commissioner  Makras  stated  that  he  would  support  the  item.  He  was  concerned 
that  on  May  23,  2000,  the  Commission  approved  deobligation  of  the  entire  funds 
for  O'Shaughnessy  Dam  Supply  Well  Modification  Project  to  balance  Hetch 
Hetchy's  2000-2001  budget.  Now,  we  are  moving  the  funds  around.  He 
commented  that  the  agenda  item  undermines  what  was  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission.  He  would  be  looking  to  the  next  budget  cycle  to  eliminate  the  ability 
to  transfer  funds.  Ms.  Park  explained  that  subsequent  to  the  deobligation  of  the 
project  in  May,  a  PUC  Capital  Improvement  Program  (CIP)  Committee  was  formed 
in  July  to  address  project  priorities  and  the  Committee  decided  to  put  this  project 
on  a  higher  priority. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  the  Commission  would  be  looking  to  institute  new 
measures  to  reduce  shifting  of  funds. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 
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Resolution  No.  00-0280:     Approve  the  reallocation  of  a  total  of  $1 ,250,000  from 

Moccasin  Reservoir  Dredging  Project  to  Priest 
Reservoir  Bypass  Project  ($725,000)  and  to 
O'Shaughnessy  Dam  Supply  Well  Modification  Project 
($525,000). 

16.  Presentation  regarding  the  SFPUC  Outreach/Action  Plan. 

Carey  Fletcher,  Director  of  Communications,  presented  the  Outreach/Action  Plan, 
using  electronic  slides.  Ms.  Fletcher  talked  about  the  tasks  of  the  newly  formed 
Communications  Group.  The  group's  task  was  to  form  a  comprehensive  program 
that  consolidates  all  SFPUC's  communications  needs.  They  are  working  to 
change  public  opinion  of  the  SFPUC  and  to  create  a  positive  image  for  the 
organization. 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  who  the  lead  spokesperson  was  for  the  SFPUC.  Ms. 
Fletcher  said  the  lead  person  would  be  the  person  who  is  controlling  the  project 
and  who  is  most  knowledgeable  on  it.  President  Normandy  stated  that  there 
should  be  one  identifiable  spokesperson  for  the  organization  that  understands  all 
issues.  He  said  having  a  number  of  spokespersons  does  not  conform  to  SFPUC 
policy. 

Mr.  Mullane  noted  that  the  media  spokesperson  had  been  Beverly  Hennessy  and 
he  assumed  she  would  continue  to  be  the  spokesperson. 

President  Normandy  stated  that  before  implementing  the  Communications  Plan, 
the  Commission  had  to  approve  it  first.  He  said  the  plan  needed  to  include  what 
the  actual  message  is  and  where  funds  are. 

Ms.  Carey  stated  that  the  plan  incorporates  our  intent  and  outlines  some  of  the 
work  staff  was  looking  at;  but  as  new  things  develop,  they  will  return  to  the 
Commission. 

Commissioner  Caen  commented  that  the  18-month  timeframe  for  the  plan  was  too 
long.  Ms.  Carey  indicated  that  much  of  the  work  was  already  ongoing. 

The  Commission  took  no  action.  The  item  was  for  discussion  only. 


At  3:53  P.M.,  the  meeting  was  recessed. 
At  4:10  P.M.,  the  meeting  reconvened. 
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LEASES  AND  PERMITS 


17.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  a  revocable  permit  with  the  City  of  San 
Jose. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 


Resolution  No.  00-0281 :     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

execute  a  revocable  permit  with  the  City  of  San  Jose  for 
approximately  .036  acres  of  SFPUC  land  located  on 
Bay  Division  Pipeline  Nos.  3  and  4,  Right-of-Way  Parcel 
121  in  the  City  of  San  Jose  for  use  as  a  public  bicycle 
and  pedestrian  path. 


CONSTRUCTION  CONTRACTS 


Advertise 


Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  Items  18, 
19,  and  20;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 


18.  Resolution  No.  00-0282: 


Approve  the  plans  and  specifications;  and  authorize  bid 
call  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 
WD-2319;  6  and  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in 


18  Street  between  Sanchez  Street  and  South  Van 
Ness;  in  Lapidge  Street  between  18*^  Street  and  19^^ 
Street;  and  in  Dorland  Street  between  Dolores  Street 
and  Guerrero  Street. 


19.  Resolution  No.  00-0283: 


20.  Resolution  No.  00-0284: 


Approve  the  plans  and  specifications;  and  authorize  bid 
call  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-243, 
Morris/Ritch/  Sterling/Rincon  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement. 

Approve  the  plans  and  specifications;  and  authorize  bid 
call  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-285, 
Perry  Street  Sewer  Replacement. 
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Award 


21 .  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  San  Francisco  Water  Department 
Contract  No.  WD-231 6R.  (Continued  from  the  meeting  of  November  28,  2000.) 

Commissioner  Makras  asked  staff  to  provide  the  Commission  with  a  detailed  cost 
analysis  of  the  contract  and  a  scope  of  work  by  item.  He  requested  that  staff 
report  to  the  Commission  if  in  any  30-day  period  the  project  were  off  schedule  or 
off  budget.  Mr.  Mullane  requested  extending  the  30-day  window.  Commissioner 
Makras  stated  that  he  would  accept  a  number  that  is  industry  standard  for 
reporting.  Mr.  Mullane  will  provide  that  information  by  the  next  Commission 
meeting. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0285:     Award  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No. 

WD-231 6R,  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant 
Improvement  Project  (SIP)  Phase  1 ,  in  the  amount  of 
$46,671 ,000  to  Monterey  Mechanical  Company. 

Commissioner  Bhatt  moved,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  adopt  Items  No.  22, 
23,  and  24  collectively;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

22.  Resolution  No.  00-0286:     Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-234, 

Third  Street  Sewer  System  Improvements  Phase  III,  in 
the  amount  of  $656,920  to  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc. 

23.  Resolution  No.  00-0287:     Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-244, 

Oak/  McAllister/Folsom/Mission  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $742,640  to  Shaw 
Pipeline,  Inc. 

24.  Resolution  No.  00-0288:     Award  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-279, 

Lake  Street  and  Arguello  Boulevard  Sewer 
Replacement,  in  the  amount  of  $353,163  to  JMB 
Construction,  Inc. 

Amend 

25.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power  Contract 
No.  HH-888. 

Commissioner  Makras  commented  that  this  was  one  more  contract  that  has  an 
extension  for  roughly  20%  of  the  contract  term. 
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Moved  by  Commissioner  Makras,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0289:     Approve  Modification  No.  2  to  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  & 

Power  Contract  No.  HH-888,  Moccasin  Sewer 
Replacement,  increasing  the  contract  amount  by 
$75,000,  for  a  total  contract  amount  of  $1 ,513,800;  and 
with  a  time  extension  of  30  consecutive  days  for  a  total 
contract  duration  of  180  consecutive  calendar  days. 

Close 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  Items  No. 
26,  27,  and  28  collectively;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

26.  Resolution  No.  00-0290:      Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-123R,  Harding  Park  Sewer 
Replacement;  approve  Modification  No.  1  increasing  the 
contract  amount  by  $38,628;  and  authorize  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $97,736  to  Trinet 
Construction/Troy's  Contracting  JV. 


27.  Resolution  No.  00-0291 :      Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-212,  Post/Grove/Potomac  Streets 
Sewer  Replacement;  approve  Modification  No.  1 
increasing  the  contract  amount  by  $76,661  with  a  time 
extension  of  1 1  calendar  days;  and  authorize  final 
payment  in  the  amount  of  $98,029  to  J.  Flores 
Construction  Company,  Inc. 

28.  Resolution  No.  00-0292:      Accept  work  performed  for  Clean  Water  Program 

Contract  No.  CW-213,  Greenwich/Clement 
Street/Precita  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement;  approve 
Modification  No.  1  increasing  the  contract  amount  by 
$7,090;  and  authorize  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$57,074  to  J.  Flores  Construction  Company,  Inc. 
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PROFESSIONAL  SERVICE  CONTRACTS 


Advertise 

29.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  Agreement  No.  CS-654,  Small  Business 
Teclinical  Assistance  Program. 

Staff  Recommendation:      Authorize  the  Manager  of  the  Bureau  of  Environmental 

Regulation  and  Management  to  advertise  and  request 
proposals  for  Agreement  No.  CS-654,  Small  Business 
Technical  Program,  to  provide  specialized  pollution 
prevention  technical  assistance  to  the  Bureau  of 
Environmental  Regulation  and  Management. 

Commissioner  Makras  expressed  concerns  with  the  project  with  it  not  having 
defined  goals,  tasks,  and  an  exit  plan.  If  it  is  an  ongoing  project,  he  believed  that 
there  is  no  check  and  balance  that  we  are  reaching  out  to  everybody. 

Daniel  O'Rourke,  Project  Manager,  explained  the  elements  of  the  program  stating 
that  it  is  an  evolving  program.  They  visit  businesses  and  recommend  changes  on 
how  to  do  their  processes  and  they  were  successful  in  this  regard. 

Commissioner  Makras  noted  that  the  agenda  item  does  not  demonstrate  an 
ultimate  goal  and  that  he  was  looking  for  a  program  that  would  serve  all  of  the 
customers  and  not  just  some. 

Commissioner  Normandy  recommended  continuing  the  item  to  the  next  meeting 
and  directed  staff  to  provide  the  extent  of  the  work  envisioned  for  the  project  and 
address  Commissioner  Makras's  concerns. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Caen,  to  continue 
Item  29  to  the  next  regular  Commission  meeting  scheduled  on  January  9,  2001; 
passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Amend 

30.  Discussion  and  possible  action  related  to  the  professional  service  agreement  with 
EDAW,  Inc. 

Cheryl  Davis,  Water  Supply  &  Treatment  Division  Manager,  pointed  out  that  the 
timing,  scheduling  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Report  is  under  the  control  of  the 
Department  of  City  Planning,  and  it  has  taken  them  more  time  to  complete  the  EIR 
on  the  Peninsula  Watershed  Management  Plan.  The  extension  is  beyond  the 
control  of  SFPUC  and  EDAW. 
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Commissioner  Makras  noted  that  this  is  the  ninth  amendment  to  the  agreement 
and  the  contract  stated  that  the  total  term  should  not  exceed  107  months.  He 
commented  that  projects  do  not  take  a  number  of  years  to  complete. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0293:     Authorize  the  General  Manager  of  Public  Utilities  to 

execute  Amendment  No.  9  to  the  professional  service 
agreement  with  EDAW,  Inc.  extending  the  contract 
expiration  date  by  six  months  to  June  30,  2001  at  no 
additional  cost  to  finalize  the  Comprehensive  Peninsula 
Watershed  Management  Plan  and  Policy. 

CLOSED  SESSION 

31 .  Public  comments  on  matters  to  be  discussed  in  Closed  Session. 
There  were  none. 

32.  Motion  on  whether  to  assert  the  attorney-client  privilege  regarding  the  matters 
listed  below  as  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Normandy,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Cook  to  assert 
the  attorney-client  privilege;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  went  into  Closed  Session  at  4:30  P.M.  to  discuss  the 
following  items: 

33.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(a): 

Existing  Litigation:        St.  Paul  Insurance  Co./Sammy  Chan 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  Mullane, 
Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  Thompson. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0294:     Recommend  a  settlement  in  the  claim  of  St.  Paul 

Insurance  Co./Sammy  Chan. 
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34.  Conference  with  Legal  Counsel  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54956.9(a): 

Existing  Litigation:        Mae  Harvey  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  San 

Francisco  Superior  Court  No.  302-170. 

Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  PUC  General  Manager  John  Mullane, 
Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission  Secretary  Jill  Thompson. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Caen,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Makras  to  adopt  the 
following  resolution;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Resolution  No.  00-0295:     Recommend  a  settlement  in  the  case  of  Mae  Varvey  v. 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  San  Francisco 
Superior  Court  No.  302-170. 

35.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 

Position:  General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 

Item  35  was  continued  to  December  14,  2000  at  10:00  A.M.  in  Room  400  in  City 
Hall. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Commission  reconvened  in  open  session  at  5:35 
P.M. 

36.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

President  Normandy  announced  the  actions  taken  during  Closed  Session. 

37.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  not  to  disclose 
the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 

Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  5:37  P.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0277 


WHEREAS,  The  Hetch  Hetchy  System  has  historically  provided  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  with  extremely  high  quality  water,  and 

Whereas,  The  Hetch  Hetchy  water  quality  consistently  meets  the  requirements  of  the 
California  Department  of  Health  Services  and  US  Environmental  Protection  Agency  to  remain  an 
unfiltered  drinking  water  system;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  staff,  at  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  successfully 
negotiated  an  exemption  from  filtering  Hetch  Hetchy  water  with  the  California  Department  of 
Health  Services; 

WHEREAS,  The  "filtration  avoidance"  status  affords  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  the  opportunity  to  direct  limited  capital  resources  toward  other  infrastructure  needs; 
and 

WHEREAS,  Maintenance  of  "filtration  avoidance'  status  requires  vigilant  watershed 
protection,  sound  system  operations,  and  strategic  capital  investments;  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  reaffirms  its  policy  to 
maintain  the  "filtration  avoidance"  status  for  Hetch  Hetchy  water;  and  be  it  further 

RESOLVED,  That  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  directs  staff  to  prepare 
and  submit  Operating  Fund  and  capital  project  budget  requests  which  are  consistent  with 
proactive  maintenance  of  "filtration  avoidance". 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        DEC  1  2  2QQQ  


Secretary, 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0278 


WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  received  the  Filtration  Avoidance  designation  from  the  United 
States  Environmental  Protection  Agency  in  1993;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  proposed  Disinfection/Disinfectant  Byproduct  Rule  will  become 
effective  on  January  1,  2002;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Water  Team  completed  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
Treatment  Project  Phase  lA  Report  in  August,  1996;  and 

WHEREAS,  Per  Resolution  No.  97-0169,  this  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved 
Amendment  No.  3  to  the  professional  services  agreement  with  the  San  Francisco  Water  Team  for 
the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project,  Phase  IB  Conceptual  Engineering  and  related 
studies;  and 

WHEREAS,  Per  Resolution  No.  00-0217,  this  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved 
Amendment  No.  4  to  the  professional  services  agreement  for  Phase  2  engineering  services  to 
provide  the  10  Percent  Design  Report  for  the  chemical  feed  facilities  required  for  the  SFPUC s 
conversion  to  chloramine,  as  well  as  specialized  engineering  services  needed  to  support  the 
detailed  design  of  these  facilities;  and 

WHEREAS,  Per  Resolution  No.  00-0269,  this  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved 
Agreement  CS-660,  to  advertise,  negotiate,  and  execute  a  professional  services  agreement  to 
obtain  the  best  qualified  consultant  to  assist  SFPUC  staff  with  the  Chloramine  Conversion  Public 
Outreach  Program;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department  ("Department")  has  undertaken  an  environmental 
review  process  for  the  proposed  Project  and  provided  for  appropriate  public  hearings  before  the 
San  Francisco  Planning  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  June  3,  2000,  the  Department  released  for  public  review  and  comment 
the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  (Draft  EIR),  File  1998. 898E  and  from  July  11  through 
July  13,  2000,  the  Planning  Commission  held  public  hearings  on  the  Draft  EIR  and  further 
written  comments  were  received  until  5:00  p.m.  July  19,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  On  October  19,  2000,  the  Planning  Commission  reviewed  and  considered 
the  Final  EIR  and,  by  Motion  No.  16010,  found  that  the  contents  of  said  report  and  the 
procedures  through  which  the  Final  EIR  was  prepared,  publicized  and  reviewed  complied  with 
the  provisions  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines 
in  Chapter  3 1  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code;  and 

WHEREAS,  By  Motion  No.  16010,  the  Planning  Commission  found  the  Final  EIR  was 
adequate,  accurate  and  objective,  reflected  the  independent  analysis  and  judgment  of  the 
Department  of  City  Planning  and  the  Planning  Commission,  and  that  the  summary  of  comments 
and  responses  contained  no  significant  revisions  to  the  Final  EIR,  adopted  findings  of  significant 
impacts  associated  with  the  Project  and  certified  the  completion  of  the  Final  EIR,  for  the  Project 
in  compliance  with  CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Final  EIR  files  have  been  made  available  for  review  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  and  the  public,  and  those  files  are  part  of  the  record  before  this  Public 
Utilities  Commission;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  SFPUC  staff  have  prepared  proposed  Findings,  as  required  by  CEQA, 
regarding  the  alternatives,  mitigation  measures  and  significant  environmental  impacts  analyzed 
in  the  Final  EIR,  and  a  proposed  mitigation  monitoring  program,  which  material  was  made 
available  to  the  public  and  the  Commission  for  the  Commission's  review,  consideration  and 
action;  and 

WHEREAS,  That  the  Planning  Commission  certified  the  Final  EIR  and  found  the  Final 
EIR  adequate,  accurate  and  objective  and  reflected  the  independent  judgment  of  the  Planning 
Commission  in  Motion  No.  16010,  now  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  has  reviewed  and  considered  the 
Final  EIR  and  hereby  adopts  the  Findings  attached  hereto,  including  its  Exhibits  and 
incorporates  the  same  herein  by  this  reference;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  this  Public  Utilities  Commission  approves  Project 
CUW143,  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project  Phase  2  -  Chloramine  Conversion,  subject  to 
future  action  by  the  Commission  on  construction  and  other  contracts  needed  to  implement  the 
project. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing^re^QJi^iop  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  UhC  I  <c  cUUlJ   

^7 


K  7 


Secretary,  Public  Utnities  Commission 


ATTACHMENT  A 


HETCH  HETCHY  CHLORAMINE  CONVERSION 
WATER  TREATMENT  PROJECT 
CALIFORNIA  ENVIRONMENTAL  QUALITY  ACT  FINDINGS 
SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

I.  INTRODUCTION. 


The  following  findings  are  adopted  by  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission  ("SFPUC")  with  respect  to  the  Hatch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project 
Chloramine  Conversion  ("Chloramine  Conversion  Project"  or  "Project")  final 
Environmental  Impact  Report  ("FEIR")  pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA),  California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et 
seq.,  14  California  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  15000  et  seq.,  (the  "CEQA  Guidelines") 
and  Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

This  document  is  organized  as  follows: 

Article  EI  provides  a  description  of  the  Project.  The  actions  to  be  taken  by  the 
SFPUC  are  described  in  Article  IE  below. 

Article  IV  of  this  document  provides  the  basis  for  approval  of  the  Project,  a 
description  of  each  Alternative,  and  the  economic,  legal,  social,  technological,  and  other 
considerations  which  support  the  rejection  of  the  elements  of  the  Alternatives  analyzed  in 
the  FEIR  which  were  not  incorporated  into  the  Project. 

Article  V  sets  forth  findings  as  to  the  disposition  of  each  of  the  mitigation 
measures  proposed  in  the  FEIR.  Mitigation  measures  are  grouped  in  the  following 
categories:  (1)  Measures  recommended  for  adoption  by  the  SFPUC  exactly  as  proposed 
in  the  FEIR  and  which  can  be  implemented  by  the  SFPUC 's  component  bureaus;  and  (2) 
Measures  proposed  in  the  FEIR  and  recommended  by  the  SFPUC  for  adoption  and  which 
are  enforceable  by  agencies  other  than  City  agencies.  Exhibit  1,  attached  to  these 
findings,  contains  the  full  text  of  the  mitigation  measures  as  proposed  in  the  FEIR. 
Exhibit  2,  attached  hereto,  contains  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program. 

Article  VI  concludes  that  all  of  the  potential  environmental  impacts  of  the  Project 
will  be  mitigated  to  a  level  of  insignificance  with  the  adoption  of  mitigation  measures 
identified  in  Article  V. 

11.      PROJECT  DESCRIPTION. 

A.       Detailed  Project  Description/Relationship  to  FEIR  .  The  following  is  a 
description  of  the  actions  contemplated  by  the  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  and  the 
project's  relationship  to  the  FEIR. 

1.  Process  for  Development  of  Chloramine  Conversion  Project.  The  SFPUC 
initially  conducted  water  quality  treatability  studies  to  evaluate  alternative  disinfection 
methods  and  concluded  that  the  residual  disinfectant  should  be  converted  from  chlorine 
to  chloramine  in  order  to  lower  levels  of  disinfection  by-products  to  reliably  meet 
regulatory  requirements  for  drinking  water.  In  August,  1996,  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
Treatment  Project  Phase  lA  Preliminary  Engineering  Report  recommended  that  the 
SFPUC  proceed  with  systemwide  chloramination. 


E:\(Hiiallea\HHWTPEIR\CEQAFmcliilgs.(I(»: 


1 


11.7.00 


Conceptual  Engineering  for  the  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  (Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  Treatment  Project  Phase  IB)  was  completed  in  March  1999.  This  report  provided 
results  of  water  quality  studies,  evaluated  environmental  and  aquatic  discharge  issues, 
identified  preliminary  facility  requirements  and  provided  cost  estimates  for 
implementation.  This  report  served  as  the  basis  for  the  project  description  and  analysis 
presented  in  the  PEER. 

A  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("DEIR")  for  the  Chloramine  Conversion 
Project  was  prepared  and  distributed  to  the  public  on  June  3,  2000.  The  San  Francisco 
Planning  Commission  ("Planning  Commission")  and  SFPUC  staff  held  three  public 
hearings  on  the  Project  on  July  11,  2000  (San  Mateo  hearing),  July  12,  2000  (Pleasanton 
hearing)  and  July  13,  2000  (San  Francisco  hearing).  Public  comments  on  the  DEIR  were 
received  between  June  3,  2000  and  July  19,  2000.  The  FEIR  was  subsequently  prepared 
and  certified  as  complete  under  CEQA  in  motion  no.  16010  of  the  City  Planning 
Commission  on  October  19,  2000.  The  Project,  described  in  detail  below,  is  based  on  the 
Project  Description  contained  in  the  FEIR. 

2.  Pro  ject  Description.  The  primary  objective  of  the  Chloramine  Conversion 
Project  is  to  improve  the  reliability  of  the  SFPUC  drinking  water  supply  system  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  State  and  Federal  drinking  water  regulations  in  a  cost  effective  and 
environmentally  sound  manner.  The  SFPUC  water  system  currently  uses  chlorination  for 
both  primary  (initial  raw  water)  and  residual  (subsequent  distribution  system) 
disinfection.  The  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  would  continue  to  use  chlorine  for 
primary  disinfection  and  would  substitute  chloramine  (a  combination  of  chlorine  and 
ammonia)  for  residual  disinfection  in  the  distribution  system  to  prevent  bacterial 
regrowth. 

Chloramine  disinfects  drinking  water  by  killing  bacteria  and  pathogens,  but  is 
more  stable  than  chlorine  and  persists  longer  in  the  water  distribution  system.  State  and 
federal  drinking  water  regulations  require  the  SFPUC  to  reduce  the  formation  of 
potentially  hazardous  "disinfection  by-products"  formed  by  disinfection  of  drinking 
water.  Because  chloramine  is  less  reactive  than  chlorine,  it  produces  fewer  disinfection 
by-products  and  will  enable  the  SFPUC  to  meet  existing  and  future  drinking  water 
regulations  aimed  at  reducing  disinfection  by-products  in  drinking  water.  The  SFPUC  is 
the  last  major  Bay  Area  water  utility  to  make  the  conversion  from  chlorine  to 
chloramination. 

A  secondary  objective  of  the  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  is  to  eliminate  the 
potential  for  discharges  of  chlorinated  or  chloraminated  water  into  surface  water  bodies, 
in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the  California  Regional  Water  Quality  Control 
Board.  There  are  several  locations  in  the  SFPUC  system  where  such  discharges  can 
occur.  The  project  includes  facilities  and  processes  for  removing  chlorine  and/or 
ammonia  in  order  to  protect  aquatic  life  in  surface  water  bodies  under  RWQCB 
jurisdiction.  These  facilities  (chemical  injection  to  remove  chlorine  and/or  reduce 
ammonia  levels)  will  enable  the  SFPUC  to  meet  RWQCB  objectives  for  ammonia 
toxicity  and  to  remove  chlorine  entirely. 

The  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  requires  construction  of  the  following 
facilities  at  four  SFPUC  owned  locations  in  the  existing  SFPUC  water  supply  system: 

Tesla  Portal  in  San  Joaquin  County  near  Tracy:  a  chlorine  storage  and  feed 
facility,  a  water  supply  pipeline,  and  access  road.  These  facilities  are  needed  to  improve 
the  existing  addition  of  chlorine  as  a  primary  disinfectant  to  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water 
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Supply  at  this  location.  The  new  facility  would  not  change  current  treatment  processes  at 
the  Tesla  Portal  facility  and  would  maintain  the  level  of  chlorine  added  to  the  water 
supply  as  a  primary  disinfectant. 

San  Antonio  Pump  Station  in  Sunol  Valley,  Alameda  County:  a  new  ammonia, 
chlorine,  and  caustic  feed  facility  and  two  nearby  dechlorination  facilities,  one  at 
Alameda  East  Portal  (on  the  east  side  of  Sunol  Valley)  and  one  at  Alameda  West  Portal 
(on  the  west  side  of  Sunol  Valley).  The  chemical  feed  facilities  are  needed  to  add 
chlorine  and  ammonia  to  form  chloramine  as  a  residual  disinfectant  and  to  add  caustic  to 
provide  corrosion  control.  The  dechlorination  facilities  are  needed  to  dechlorinate 
occasional  discharges  of  water  from  the  SFPUC  system  to  the  environment. 

Pulgas  Water  Temple  Vicinity  at  Upper  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  in  San  Mateo 
County:  About  15  percent  of  the  total  annual  SFPUC  water  supply  is  discharged  to 
Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  as  temporary  storage.  In  a  field  just  south  of  the  Water 
Temple,  the  Project  would  construct  a  new  dechloramination  facility  to  remove  chlorine 
and  reduce  ammonia  levels  prior  to  discharge  of  SFPUC  system  water  into  Crystal 
Springs  Reservoir.  This  facility  would  include  an  above  ground  chemical  storage 
structure  and  operations  building,  a  below-ground  contactor  basin,  an  access  road  and 
truck  turnaround,  and  buried  pipelines  to  carry  chemicals  and  circulate  treated  water. 

The  long  detention  time  for  water  stored  in  the  Pulgas  Balancing  Reservoir 
(across  Canada  Road  from  the  Pulgas  Temple)  may  create  water  quality  concerns  with 
the  use  of  chloramine  as  a  residual  disinfectant.  The  Project  accordingly  includes 
modifications  to  the  inlet  and  outlet  structures  at  the  Pulgas  Balancing  Reservoir  to 
improve  water  circulation. 

Harry  W.  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  near  San  Bruno:  New  chlorine  and 
ammonia  storage  and  feed  facilities  would  be  built  as  part  of  the  Project  to  augment  the 
existing  chlorine  injection  facilities  and  add  ammonia  injection  capability.  In  addition,  a 
permanent  dechlorination  facility  would  be  built  at  the  treatment  plant  to  replace  the 
portable  dechlorination  trailer  currently  used  at  the  site.  Dechlorination  facilities  are 
needed  to  remove  chlorine  from  occasional  treated  water  overflows  at  the  Water 
Treatment  Plant. 

The  Project  EIR  analyzes  the  environmental  impacts  associated  with  these  project 
components  at  the  project  level  since  detailed  engineering  and  design  information  is 
available  for  these  facilities.  The  Project  EIR  analyzes  the  following  additional  facilities 
at  the  program  level  because  detailed  design  and  engineering  information  is  not  available: 
treated  water  reservoirs  in  San  Francisco;  approximately  10  secondary  discharge  sites  at 
various  locations  along  the  water  system,  where  drinking  water  may  be  discharged  to  the 
environment;  and  the  facilities  and  distribution  systems  owned  and  operated  by  members 
of  the  Bay  Area  Water  Users'  Association,  an  organization  of  29  SFPUC  wholesale  water 
customers.  These  project  components  could  require  additional  site-specific 
environmental  review  following  this  EIR. 

III.  ACTIONS. 

The  actions  of  the  SFPUC  in  connection  with  the  Project  include  the  following: 

1 .        Adoption  of  CEQA  findings,  mitigation  measures,  and  a  mitigation 
monitoring  and  reporting  program. 
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2.       Future  award  of  design,  construction,  and  personal  services  contracts 
needed  to  carry  out  the  Project,  including  implementation  of  the  mitigation  measures 
listed  in  Article  V  of  these  findings. 

IV.  ALTERNATIVES. 

A.  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  Alternatives.  As  discussed  in  Section  n 
above,  the  Project  is  based  on  the  description  in  the  FEIR.  In  approving  the  Project,  the 
SFPUC  has  carefully  considered  the  attributes  and  environmental  effects  of  the  Projects 
and  the  Alternatives  discussed  in  the  FEIR.  This  consideration,  along  with  the  reports 
from  City  staff,  government  agency  input,  and  public  comments,  has  resulted  in  the 
Project.  The  range  of  alternatives  considered  includes  alternative  disinfection  methods; 
facility  siting  alternatives,  and  the  no  project  alternative. 

B.  Reasons  for  Selection  of  the  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  Preferred 
Alternative. 

The  preferred  Project  Alternative  represents  the  combination  of  features  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  SFPUC,  most  closely  achieves  the  Project  objectives  set  in  the  FEIR: 
compliance  with  current  and  anticipated  drinking  water  quality  regulations,  and  meetmg 
discharge  requirements  for  water  discharged  by  the  SFPUC  to  the  environment. 

As  discussed  in  Chapter  Vn  of  the  FEIR,  the  SFPUC  conducted  extensive  studies 
on  the  SFPUC  water  supply  system  relating  to  improving  reliability  to  meet  the 
disinfection/  disinfection  by-product  (D/DBP)  rule  promulgated  under  the  Federal  Safe 
Drinking  Water  Act,  and  other  anticipated  water  quality  regulations.  These  studies 
identified  and  evaluated  a  comprehensive  range  of  alternative  treatment  or  disinfection 
methods  and  faciliUes  needed  for  improvements  related  to  disinfection,  corrosion  control, 
ozonafion,  and  filtration  processes  (San  Francisco  Water  Team,  1996).  Based  on  these 
studies,  conversion  to  chloramine  was  determined  to  be  the  only  disinfecUon  method  that 
could  reliably  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Stage  1  D/DBP  rule  and  the  anticipated,  more 
stringent.  Stage  2  rule. 

While  the  Project  objecfives  could  be  met  with  chloramination  alternatives  as  well 
as  facility  sifing  altemaUves,  these  alternatives  were  determined  to  result  in  more 
physical  impacts  on  the  environment  or  more  impacts  on  sensifive  biological  resources. 
The  proposed  Project  is  determined  to  be  the  environmentally  preferred  alternative  that 
will  cause  no  significant  environmental  impacts  if  the  mitigation  measures  detailed  in 
section  V  below  are  adopted. 

C.  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  Alternatives  Rejected  and  Reasons  for 
Rejection. 

1.  No  Project  Alternative:  The  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  has  been 
determined  to  be  the  only  way  that  the  SFPUC  can  meet  the  requirements  of  existing  and 
anticipated  drinking  water  regulafions  relating  to  disinfecUon  of  public  water  supplies 
(the  D/DBP  Stage  1  and  2  rules).  Since  the  project  objective  is  to  meet  this  rule,  the  No 
Project  Alternative  would  not  meet  this  objective. 

ConUnuafion  of  the  use  of  chlorine  alone  as  the  primary  and  residual  disinfectant 
in  the  SFPUC  water  supply  system  would  result  in  the  formation  of  low  levels  of 
halogenated  compounds,  disinfection  by-products  that  are  suspected  carcinogens. 
Current  treatment  processes  using  chlorine  alone  would  not  reliably  comply  with  the 
Stage  1  D/DBP  rule  and  may  not  comply  with  the  anticipated  Stage  2  D/DBP  rule. 


E:\pmallctI\HHWTPE[RlCEQAFln»Imgs,(*oc 


4 


11.7.00 


Although  the  No  Project  Alternative  would  avoid  potentially  significant 
environmental  impacts  associated  with  the  construction  and  operation  of  facilities  under 
the  preferred  Project  alternative,  the  preferred  alternative  contains  mitigation  measures 
that  will  reduce  these  impacts  to  a  level  of  insignificance.  Therefore,  the  No  Project 
Alternative  is  rejected. 

2.  Disinfection  Alternatives.  The  SFPUC  conducted  water  quality  treatability 
studies  with  Hetch  Hetchy  water  to  evaluate  alternative  disinfection  methods  for 
controlling  disinfection  by-products  (Camp  Dresser  &  McKee,  1995).  These  studies 
included  pilot-scale  testing  and  examined  three  major  disinfectant  strategies:  ozone, 
chlorine,  and  chloramine.  The  three  disinfection  methods  were  evaluated  for  primary 
and/or  residual  (secondary)  disinfection  and  also  considered  the  three  disinfection 
methods  under  two  conditions:  Hetch  Hetchy  water  with  filtration  and  without  filtration. 
The  potential  disinfection  alternatives  identified  were:  (free  chlorine  with  or  without 
filtration,  followed  by  either  chlorine  or  chloramine  for  residual  disinfection;  (2)  ozone 
with  or  without  filtration,  followed  by  chlorine  or  chloramine  for  residual  disinfection; 
and  (3)  chloramine  for  both  primary  and  residual  disinfection.  Ozonation  was  not 
considered  for  residual  disinfection  because  ozone  is  highly  reactive  and  residual  ozone 
decays. 

The  results  of  these  studies  indicated  that  in  order  to  reliably  comply  with  the 
Stage  1  and  Stage  2  D/DBP  rules,  use  of  chloramine  for  the  residual  disinfectant  in 
combination  with  a  primary  disinfectant  was  the  only  acceptable  method  for  lowering 
levels  of  disinfection  by-products  to  meet  regulatory  requirements.  Chlorine  was 
determined  to  be  an  effective  primary  disinfectant,  but  due  to  the  long  detention  time  in 
the  transmission  and  distribution  system,  was  determined  to  be  unacceptable  for  residual 
disinfection  due  to  the  formation  of  disinfection  by-products.  Chloramine  is  a  weaker 
disinfectant  than  either  ozone  or  chlorine  and  was  determined  to  be  ineffective  for 
primary  disinfection  but,  because  of  its  stability,  effective  for  residual  disinfection. 

Thus,  the  two  remaining  alternatives  were:  (1)  chlorine  followed  by  chloramine, 
and  (2)  ozone  followed  by  chloramine.  The  SFPUC  system  currently  uses  chlorination 
for  primary  disinfection,  although  ozonation  is  under  consideration  for  future  projects. 
None  of  the  alternative  disinfection  methods  alone  (without  chloramination)  would 
reliably  meet  the  requirements  of  the  D/DBP  rule.  Therefore,  use  of  chloramine  as  the 
residual  disinfectant  was  identified  for  further  engineering  studies  to  determine  specific 
facility  needs,  which  led  to  development  of  the  Project.  The  remaining  disinfection 
alternatives  are  rejected  because  they  do  not  meet  the  fundamental  project  objective  of 
complying  with  federal  and  state  drinking  water  quality  rules. 

The  SFPUC  also  rejects  alternatives  that  would  meet  the  project  objective  of 
meeting  the  Stage  1  and  2  D/DBP  rules  but  not  address  the  need  to  prevent  discharges  of 
dechloraminated  water  to  the  environment.  Although  the  SFPUC  could  construct 
chloramination  injection  facilities  at  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  and  the  Harry  Tracy 
Water  Treatment  Plant,  failure  to  construct  the  dechlorination/dechloramination  facilities 
elsewhere  would  result  in  discharges  of  chloraminated  water  to  the  environment  and  not 
meet  the  project  objective  of  meeting  state  water  quality  regulations. 

3.  Chloramination  Alternatives.  The  conceptual  engineering  study  for  the 
proposed  project  examined  three  chloramination  alternatives  that  would  achieve  the 
objectives  of  the  Project  by  construction  of  required  facilities  at  different  locations  along 
the  SFPUC  water  system.  The  facilities  proposed  at  the  alternative  sites  are  listed  in 
FEIR  table  VH-l. 
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Due  to  the  layout  of  the  SFPUC  water  supply  system,  all  three  alternatives  would 
require  development  of  new  facilities  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station, 
Pulgas,  and  Harry  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  sites.  Therefore,  associated  physical 
impacts  resulting  from  facility  development  at  these  four  sites  would  occur  regardless  of 
the  alternative  selected.  Chloramination  Alternative  1  would  require  development  at  one 
additional  site  (Alameda  West  Portal).  Chloramination  Alternative  2  would  require 
development  of  facilities  at  four  additional  sites  (Rock  River,  Modesto  Irrigation  District 
Connection,  San  Joaquin  Valve  House,  and  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant). 
Chloramination  Alternative  3  would  require  development  of  facilities  at  seven  additional 
sites  (Moccasin,  Red  Mountain  Bar,  Rock  River,  Oakdale  Portal,  Modesto  Irrigation 
District  Connection,  San  Joaquin  Valve  House,  and  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment 
Plant). 

Chloramination  Alternative  1  would  affect  the  least  number  of  facility  sites,  and 
four  of  the  five  affected  sites  under  this  alternative  would  also  be  affected  by  the  other 
two  alternatives.  Chloramination  Alternative  3  would  provide  the  most  operational 
flexibility,  but  would  require  more  dechlorination  and  dechloramination  facilities  for 
discharges  to  the  environment.  Chloramination  Alternative  1  would  require  development 
of  the  fewest  facilities  and  thus  would  result  in  the  least  physical  impacts  on  the 
environment.  Therefore,  Chloramination  Alternatives  2  and  3  are  rejected,  since  they 
would  result  in  disturbance  of  additional  sites  and  in  greater  environmental  impacts  when 
compared  to  Chloramination  Alternative  1 .  The  proposed  Project,  a  slight  variation  of 
Chloramination  Alternative  1,  would  located  the  ammonia  feed  and  chlorine  injection  at 
the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  because  the  topography  of  the  Alameda  West  Portal  Site 
does  not  accommodate  the  proposed  facilities. 

4.  Facility  Siting  Alternatives  -  Pulgas  Area.  The  Project  would  locate  the 
proposed  dechloramination  facility  and  contactor  basin/pipeline  in  a  field  south  of  the 
Pulgas  Water  Temple  parking  lot.  A  number  of  alternative  sites  at  Pulgas  were 
considered.  In  order  to  obtain  the  desired  reliable  dechloramination  of  water  discharged 
to  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir,  the  facility  must  be  located  downstream  of  the  Pulgas 
Balancing  Reservoir  but  upstream  of  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir.  Location  of  the  facility 
near  the  Pulgas  Balancing  Reservoir  is  rejected  because,  due  to  topographic  constraints, 
any  facility  at  this  location  would  require  pumping  water  both  to  and  from  the 
dechloramination  facility.  This  would  reduce  the  reliability  and  efficiency  of  the  project 
by  increasing  the  complexity  of  the  system  and  creating  the  possibility  of  discharges  of 
chloraminated  water  to  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  in  the  event  of  a  pump  failure. 
Locating  the  facility  at  the  Pulgas  Balancing  Reservoir  does  not  meet  the  Project 
objectives  of  reliably  meeting  drinking  water  rules  and  protecting  the  aquatic 
environment  from  discharges  of  chloraminated  drinking  water. 

Pulgas  facility  Alternatives  1  and  2  would  locate  the  dechloramination  facility  and 
contactor  basin/pipeline  west  of  the  Pulgas  Water  Temple  and  north  and  south, 
respectively,  from  the  overflow  channel  leading  from  the  temple  to  Crystal  Springs 
Reservoir.  Pulgas  Alternatives  1  and  2  are  rejected  because  they  are  much  closer  to  the 
breeding  habitat  of  the  California  Red  Legged  Frog  and  the  San  Francisco  Garter  Snake, 
two  species  listed  as  endangered  under  the  Federal  Endangered  Species  Act.  A  "take"  of 
either  species  could  result  from  construction  activities  at  either  alternative  site.  In 
contrast,  the  preferred  Pulgas  site  will  avoid  significant  impacts  to  these  species  and  their 
habitat  through  appropriate  mitigation  measures. 

The  SFPUC  also  rejects  a  variant  of  the  preferred  alternative  that  would  place  the 
proposed  pipelines  to  and  from  the  dechloramination  facility  into  a  single  trench.  Use  of 
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a  single  trench  could  pose  greater  construction  impacts  than  the  proposed  Project  in  that  a 
wider  and  deeper  trench  would  be  required  across  the  ephemeral  stream  that  crosses  the 
Project  site  and  could  result  in  more  tree  removal.  Under  the  proposed  Project,  one  of  the 
pipelines  would  be  located  in  the  existing  gravel  road  to  reduce  impacts  to  the  ephemeral 
stream  and  associated  vegetation,  and  only  a  single  inflow  pipeline  would  cross  the 
channel. 

V.       MITIGATION  MEASURES. 

CEQA  requires  agencies  to  adopt  mitigation  measures  that  would  avoid  or 
substantially  lessen  a  project's  identified  significant  environmental  impacts  or  potential 
significant  impacts  if  such  measures  are  feasible.  It  is  the  intention  of  the  SFPUC  to  avoid 
significant  impacts  through  the  adoption  of  the  mitigation  measures  identified  in  these 
findings.  The  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  2 
specifies  the  process  by  which  all  adopted  mitigation  measures  are  to  be  carried  out, 
along  with  responsibilities  for  enforcement. 

The  findings  in  this  section  concern  mitigation  measures  set  forth  in  the  FEIR. 
These  findings  fall  into  two  categories:  (1)  mitigation  measures  endorsed  by  the  SFPUC 
for  adoption  exactly  as  proposed  in  the  FEIR,  and  which  can  be  implemented  by  SFPUC 
bureaus;  and  (2)  mitigation  measures  proposed  in  the  FEIR  and  endorsed  by  the  SFPUC 
for  adoption  and  which  are  enforceable  by  agencies  other  than  the  City.  None  of  the 
mitigation  measures  is  rejected  completely. 

The  SFPUC  finds  that  the  measures  it  is  adopting  can  and  should  be  carried  out 
by  the  named  bureau  or  agency  at  the  designated  time  and  are  feasible  at  this  time,  based 
on  the  findings  adopted  by  the  SFPUC.  To  the  extent  that  these  measures  require 
supplemental  appropriations  to  SFPUC  operating  budgets,  it  is  the  SFPUC 's  intent  to 
seek  and  obtain  the  necessary  appropriations  for  implementation  of  the  adopted 
mitigation  measures.  The  SFPUC  is  committed  to  carrying  out  the  mitigation  measures 
adopted  in  these  findings.  The  mitigation  measures  will  either  be  carried  out  by  SFPUC 
bureaus  and  supporting  staff  or  under  professional  service  and  other  contracts.  The 
SFPUC  finds  that,  based  upon  the  record  before  it,  the  mitigation  measures  proposed  for 
adoption  can  and  should  be  carried  out  by  the  named  bureaus  and  agencies  at  the 
appropriate  time. 

All  of  the  mitigation  measures  discussed  in  the  FEIR  are  coded  and  attached 
hereto  as  Exhibit  1.  In  the  text  of  these  findings,  mitigation  measures  adopted  by  the 
SFPUC  are  referenced  by  the  number  and  topic  in  Exhibit  1.  Mitigation  measures  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  other  agencies  are  similarly  referenced  together  with  an  indication  of 
the  appropriate  jurisdiction.  Mitigation  measures  are  organized  by  subject  matter  in  the 
same  order  that  those  subjects  appear  in  the  FEIR. 

A.  Mitigation  Measures  Recommended  by  the  SFPUC  for  Adoption  as 
Proposed  to  be  Implemented  by  SFPUC  Bureaus  and  Departments. 

The  SFPUC  hereby  adopts  the  following  mitigation  measures  to  be  carried 
out  by  SFPUC  bureaus,  staff  and  contractors: 

1.       Land  Use  and  Recreation.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR 
pages  rV.B-  1-14) 

B.  l.     Mitigation  measures  F-1,  F-2,  and  F-3,  under  Section  V.F,  Aesthetics, 

would  reduce  potentially  sigriificant  effects  of  the  project  on  the  exiting 
character  of  the  Pulgas  site  vicinity  to  a  less  than  significant  level. 
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2.       Biological  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
IV.C-1-35). 

Wetlands  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation  measure  addresses  potential 
loss  or  disturbances  to  wetlands  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump 
Station,  Alameda  East  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites: 

C.  1      The  SFPUC  shall  implement  the  following  regulatory  compliance 
measures  to  reduce  the  significance  of  this  impact: 

a.  A  wetland  delineation  shall  be  performed,  by  a  qualified  biologist,  of 
all  indicated  "waters  of  the  U.S.,"  including  wetlands  and  nonwetland 
water  resources,  to  map  and  identify  wetland  acreage  in  the  project  area 
and  to  serve  as  a  basis  for  avoidance  or  permitting  (see  measure  C-lb, 
below).  The  delineation  shall  be  conducted  prior  to  any  construction 
within  or  adjacent  to  potential  jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland 
water  resources,  such  as  runoffs,  seasonal  ponding  areas,  permanent 
ponded  areas,  and  stream  segments.  If  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
sources  are  determined  to  be  nonjurisdictional  upon  completion  of  a 
delineation,  then  no  further  mitigation  would  be  necessary. 

b.  Upon  verification  of  a  wetland  delineation,  if  wetlands  or  nonwetland 
water  sources  are  determined  to  be  jurisdictional  by  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  (CDFG)  and/or  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  (Corps),  project  facilities  would  be  sited  to  avoid  these  areas,  if 
possible. 

c.  If  complete  wetland  avoidance  is  not  possible,  a  permit  shall  be 
obtained  from  the  Corps;  a  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 
(RWQCB)  waiver/certification  shall  be  acquired  from  the  local  RWQCB; 
and  a  Streambed  Alteration  Agreement  (SAA)  shall  be  negotiated  with  the 
CDFG  under  Section  1601  of  the  Fish  and  Game  Code  for  temporary  or 
permanent  construction  within  a  jurisdictional  wetland  or  water  related 
feature.  In  general,  for  projects  that  are  substantially  similar  in  nature 
and/or  have  minimal  individual  or  cumulative  adverse  effects  on  waters  of 
the  U.S.  and  comply  with  Nationwide  permit  conditions,  a  Nationwide 
404  permit  would  be  filed  and  the  Corps  notified,  depending  on  the  type  of 
permit.  Typically,  projects  of  this  nature  would  be  permitted  by  the  Corps 
under  Nationwide  Permit  No.  12,  Utility  Line  Bedding  and  Backfill,  and 
No.  18,  Minor  Discharges.  The  more  "general  use"  permit  no.  26  might 
also  be  appropriate. 

d.  If  the  amount  of  habitat  affected  exceeds  the  minimum  threshold 
established  for  the  permit,  habitat  should  be  replaced  (including 
jurisdicfional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water  resources)  at  a  3:1  ratio,  or 
at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the  Corps  and  CDFG  and  required  as  a 
condition  of  the  aforementioned  permits.  Replacement  habitat  shall  be 
comparable  to  habitat  affected  by  the  project  (e.g.  freshwater  marsh  would 
be  mitigated  by  creation  of  a  freshwater  marsh,  not  annual  grasslands). 
The  preferable  location  for  on-site  habitat  replacement  would  be  within 
the  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  watershed.  Temporary  impacts  shall  be 
similarly  mitigated.  The  project  shall  strictly  adhere  to  a  "no  net  loss" 
wetlands  policy. 
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Special-Status  Species  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation  measures 
address  potential  impacts  to  special-status  species  associated  with  upland 
and  wetland  habitats  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  Alameda  West  Portal,  and  Pulgas 
sites: 

C.2     In  order  to  avoid  potential  impacts  to  burrowing  owl  and  San  Joaquin  kit 
fox  at  the  Tesla  Portal  site,  several  avoidance  and  mitigation  measures 
shall  be  applied.  To  determine  site  use,  a  preconstruction  survey  for 
burrowing  owls  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist,  in  accordance 
with  protocol  found  in  the  Staff  Report  on  Burrowing  Owl  Mitigation 
(CDFG,  1995).  Surveys  shall  cover  grassland  areas  within  a  500-foot 
buffer  and  check  for  adult  and  juvenile  burrowing  owls  and  their  habitat. 
If  owls  are  detected  during  surveys,  occupied  burrows  shall  not  be 
disturbed.  Similar  surveys  shall  be  performed  for  San  Joaquin  kit  fox,  in 
accordance  with  protocol  found  in  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(USFWS)  Standardized  Recommendations  for  Protection  of  the  San 
Joaquin  Kit  fox  Prior  to  or  During  Ground  Disturbance  (USFWS,  1997a), 
or  more  current  avoidance  protocols. 

C.3     If  occupied  burrowing  owl  habitat  is  detected  on  or  adjacent  to  the  Tesla 
Portal  site,  measures  to  avoid,  minimize,  or  mitigate  impacts  to  burrowing 
owls  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  project.  Such  measures  shall  include 
the  following: 

a.  Sensitive  areas  shall  be  established  around  the  occupied  burrows  where 
no  disturbance  may  occur.  During  the  nonbreeding  season  (September  1 
through  January  3 1),  the  sensitive  areas  shall  extend  160  feet  around  the 
occupied  burrows.  During  the  breeding  season  (February  1  through 
August  31),  sensitive  areas  shall  extend  250  feet  around  occupied  burrows. 

b.  ff  the  above  avoidance  requirements  cannot  be  met,  passive  relocation 
of  on-site  owls  may  be  implemented  as  an  alternative,  but  only  during  the 
nonbreeding  season.  Passive  relocation  shall  be  accomplished  by 
installing  one-way  doors  on  the  entrances  of  burrows  located  within  160 
feet  of  the  project  site.  The  one-way  doors  shall  be  left  in  place  for  48 
hours  to  ensure  that  the  owls  have  left  the  burrows. 

c.  for  each  burrow  that  may  be  excavated  by  project  construction,  one 
alternate  unoccupied,  natural  or  artificial  burrow  shall  be  provided  outside 
of  the  160  foot  buffer  zone.  The  alternate  burrows  shall  be  monitored 
daily  for  one  week  to  confirm  that  owls  have  moved  and  acclimated. 

d.  Burrows  within  the  construction  area  shall  be  excavated  using  hand 
tools,  under  the  supervision  of  a  biological  monitor,  and  then  refilled  to 
prevent  reoccupation.  K  any  burrowing  owls  are  discovered  during 
excavation,  the  excavation  shall  cease  and  the  owl  allowed  to  escape. 
Excavation  may  be  completed  when  the  biological  monitor  confirms  that 
the  burrow  is  empty. 

e.  Concurrently  with  the  San  Joaquin  kit  fox  education  program  (see 
measure  C-4g  below),  a  qualified  biologist  shall  provide  information  on 
the  burrowing  owl  to  contractors,  their  employees,  and  agency  personnel 
involved  in  the  project,  including  the  following:  a  description  of  the 
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burrowing  owl  and  its  habitat  needs;  its  occurrence  in  the  project  area;  and 
measures  being  taken  to  reduce  impacts  to  the  species  during  project 
construction  and  implementation. 

C.4     Measures  to  avoid,  minimize,  or  mitigate  impacts  to  kit  foxes  at  the  Tesla 
Portal  site  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  project.  Such  measures  would  be 
derived  from  the  USFWS  Standardized  Measures  (USFWS,  1997)  and 
would  include,  at  a  minimum,  the  following  conditions: 

a.  Upon  informal  consultation  with  the  Sacramento  field  office  of  the 
USFWS,  a  preconstruction  survey  shall  be  conducted  for  the  San  Joaquin 
kit  fox  in  and  surrounding  the  project  site.  The  survey  for  potential  kit  fox 
dens  would  be  performed  by  a  qualified  biologist  14-30  days  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  construction  activities.  All  identified  potential  dens 
shall  be  monitored  for  evidence  of  kit  fox  use  by  placing  a  tracking 
medium  at  den  entrances  and  monitoring  for  at  least  three  consecutive 
nights.  If  no  activity  is  detected  at  these  dens,  they  may  be  closed  (with 
prior  concurrence  from  the  USFWS). 

b.  If  a  den  is  determined  to  be  occupied,  den  closure  activities  shall 
immediately  be  halted  and  the  USFWS  contacted.  Mitigation  measures 
for  impacts  to  the  den  may  include  seasonal  limitations  on  project 
construction  at  the  site  (i.e.,  restricting  the  construction  period  to  avoid  the 
spring-summer  pupping  season). 

c.  To  minimize  the  possibility  for  inadvertent  kit  fox  mortality,  project- 
related  vehicles  shall  observe  a  maximum  20  mile-per-hour  speed  limit  on 
private  roads  near  the  Tesla  Portal  site.  To  the  extent  possible,  nighttime 
construction  shall  be  minimized  at  this  site.  Off-road  traffic  outside  the 
designated  project  area  shall  be  prohibited  in  areas  that  provide  kit  fox 
habitat. 

d.  To  prevent  accidental  entrapment  of  kit  fox  or  other  animals  during 
construction,  all  excavated  or  deep-walled  holes  or  trenches  greater  than  2 
feet  deep  shall  be  covered  at  the  end  of  each  workday  by  plywood  or 
similar  materials,  or  provided  with  escape  routes  constructed  of  earth  fill 
or  wooden  planks.  Before  such  holes  are  filled  they  shall  be  thoroughly 
inspected  for  trapped  animals.  If  trapped  animals  are  discovered,  a 
qualified  biologist  shall  be  consulted  regarding  release  procedures. 

e.  All  food-related  trash  items  such  as  wrappers,  cans,  bottles,  and  food 
scraps  shall  be  disposed  of  in  closed  containers  and  removed  at  least  once 
a  week  from  the  project  site. 

f  To  prevent  harassment,  mortality  of  kit  foxes,  or  destruction  of  dens,  no 
pets  shall  be  allowed  on  the  project  site. 

g.  An  employee  education  program  shall  be  conducted  for  the  project  to 
explain  endangered  species  concerns  to  contractors,  their  employees,  and 
agency  personnel  involved  in  the  project,  the  program  shall  consist  of  a 
brief  presentation  by  persons  knowledgeable  in  kit  fox  biology  and 
legislative  protection  and  shall  include  the  following:  a  description  of  the 
San  Joaquin  kit  fox  and  its  habitat  needs;  the  occurrence  of  kit  fox  in  the 
project  area;  status  of  the  species  and  its  protection  under  the  state  and 
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federal  endangered  species  acts;  legal  provisions  for  violating  state  and 
federal  species-protection  laws;  and  measures  being  taken  to  reduce 
impacts  to  the  species  during  project  construction  and  implementation.  A 
fact  sheet  conveying  this  information  shall  be  prepared  for  distribution  to 
the  above-mentioned  people  and  anyone  else  who  may  enter  the  project 
site. 

C.5     Implementation  of  the  following  measure  would  reduce  or  eliminate 
potential  "taking"  of  California  tiger  salamander  as  a  direct  result  of 
project  construction  at  the  Alameda  West  Portal  site.  If  construction 
activities  remain  within  the  fenced  portion  of  the  Alameda  West  Portal 
site,  then  no  mitigation  measures  would  be  required  for  impacts  to  this 
species. 

a.  Preconstruction  surveys  within  48  hours  prior  to  ground-disturbing 
activity  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  within  the  pastureland 
portion  of  the  site  and  a  200-foot  buffer.  Surveys  shall  be  completed  for 
adult  California  tiger  salamander  and  aestivation  burrows  that  may  occur 
within  the  project  area.  If  no  burrows  are  detected  during  these  surveys, 
then  construction-related  activities  may  proceed.  If  adult  Califomia  tiger 
salamander  burrows  are  found  within  the  construction  disturbance  zone, 
they  shall  be  excavated  and  any  salamanders  passively  displaced  from  the 
area  of  disturbance.  Salamanders  would  be  relocated  by  a  qualified 
biologist  to  suitable  nearby  habitat  that  would  not  be  affected  by  the 
project  activities.  If  necessary  to  prevent  animals  from  entering  the  site 
(e.g.  following  winter  and  spring  rains),  silt  fencing  shall  be  constructed 
around  the  perimeter  of  the  site  using  t-posts.  The  fence  shall  be  partially 
buried  with  dirt  or  gravel  to  inhibit  salamander  movement. 

C.6     The  following  measures  would  reduce  the  potential  for  impact  to  a  less 

than  significant  level  and  avoid  incidental  "take"  of  Califomia  red-legged 
frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  at  the  Pulgas  site.  Project 
components  at  the  Pulgas  site  would  not  substantially  alter  habitat  for 
Califomia  red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake, 

a.  An  informal  consultation  shall  be  arranged  with  the  USFWS  prior  to 
project  implementation  to  ensure  that  all  potential  impacts  to  Califomia 
red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  have  been  addressed. 
Additional  measures  may  be  required  by  the  USFWS,  including  a  Section 
7  consultation  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act,  in  which  case  the 
measures  listed  below  would  be  supplemented  with  additional 
requirements. 

b.  A  USFWS-approved  biologist  shall  survey  the  area  immediately 
preceding  construction  (i.e.,  within  24  hours),  or  before  fencing  is  erected 
(see  below).  The  removal  of  frogs  or  snakes  from  the  work  site  or  from 
within  the  exclusion  fence  would  occur  following  approval  by  the  USFWS 
for  relocation  of  individuals.  The  biologist  shall  be  available  during 
constmction  as  an  on-site  monitor  and  to  provide  training. 

c.  Before  constmction  begins,  the  biologist  shall  describe  to  constmction 
crews  the  measures  taken  to  avoid  impacts  to  the  species.  An  employee 
education  program  shall  be  conducted  to  explain  endangered  species 
concerns  to  contractors,  their  employees,  and  agency  personnel  involved 
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in  activities  that  could  affect  California  red-legged  frog  or  San  Francisco 
garter  snake.  The  program  shall  consist  of  a  brief  presentation  by  persons 
knowledgeable  in  species  biology  and  legislative  protection  and  shall 
include  the  following:  a  description  of  each  species  and  its  habitat  needs; 
the  occurrence  of  each  species  in  the  project  area;  status  of  the  species  and 
its  protection  under  the  state  and  federal  endangered  species  acts;  legal 
provisions  for  violating  state  and  federal  endangered  species-protection 
laws;  and  measures  being  taken  to  reduce  impacts  to  the  species  during 
project  construction  and  implementation.  A  fact  sheet  conveying  this 
information  shall  be  prepared  for  distribution  to  the  above-mentioned 
people  and  anyone  else  who  may  enter  the  project  site. 

d.  The  work  area  shall  be  fenced  with  USFWS -approved  frog-  and  snake- 
proof  barriers,  such  as  mesh  fencing  or  4-  x  8-  foot  plywood  panels  joined 
lengthwise. 

e.  During  project  activities,  all  trash  that  could  attract  predators  shall  be 
removed  from  the  work  site  and  disposed  of  daily. 

f.  If  disturbed,  riparian  habitats  shall  be  restored  as  described  under 
Mitigation  Measure  C-10,  below. 

C.7     To  protect  breeding  bats  at  the  Pulgas  site,  preconstruction  surveys  and 
avoidance  measures  shall  be  implemented.  To  minimize  effects  on  bat 
species,  large  trees  and  riparian  vegetation  (which  serve  as  important 
foraging  habitat)  shall  be  retained  to  the  greatest  extent  possible.  To  avoid 
impacts  during  the  reproductive  season  of  bats,  tree  removal  shall  not 
occur  between  May  1  and  September  15.  If  clearing  is  to  occur  during  the 
reproductive  season,  a  general  survey  for  bats  and  bat  roosts  shall  be 
conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  prior  to  construction  to  verify  bat 
absence  on  the  project  site.  If  the  survey  indicates  the  potential  presence 
of  breeding  bats,  the  results  would  be  coordinated  with  the  Region  3  office 
of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance  measures  would  be  developed. 
Construction  activities  shall  observe  buffer  zones  of  at  least  250  feet  near 
active  bat  roosts. 

Aquatic  Habitat  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation  measure  addresses 
potential  impacts  to  the  aquatic  habitats  present  in  San  Andreas  Reservoir: 

C.8     The  assumption  that  overflows  and  planned  water  transfers  to  San  Andreas 
Reservoir  are  sufficiently  low  in  volume,  frequency,  and/or  ammonia 
concentration  to  avoid  algal  stimulation  without  prior  ammonia  removal 
(dechloramination)  shall  be  verified.  The  SFPUC  shall  monitor  overflows 
from  Harry  W.  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  to  determine  the  volume  and 
frequency  of  overflows  to  San  Andreas  Reservoir  that  could  occur 
downstream  of  chlorine  and  ammonia  addition.  Monitoring  of  residual 
anmionia  levels  in  overflows  and  other  water  quality  conditions  in  San 
Andreas  Reservoir  shall  be  conducted  to  determine  if  residual  ammonia 
levels  would  promote  algal  stimulation  and  eutrophic  conditions.  If 
monitoring  indicates  that  water  quality  of  San  Andreas  Reservoir  may  be 
affected  by  incremental  increases  in  nitrogen  from  treated  water 
overflows,  the  SFPUC  would  implement  measures  to  improve  nutrient 
management  in  San  Andreas  Reservoir,  such  as  the  following: 
oxygenation/aeration  (to  counteract  increased  oxygen  demand  and 
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sediment  nutrient  recycling);  control  of  watershed  nutrients  (to  offset 
increased  sediment  nutrient  recycling);  diversion  of  overflows  to  another 
holding  area;  or  reduction  of  ammonia  levels  in  overflows.  See  also 
Section  V.D.,  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality. 

Nesting  Raptor  and  Passerine  Bird  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation 
measure  addresses  potential  impacts  to  nesting  raptors  and  passerine  birds 
at  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda  East  Portal,  Alameda  West 
Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites: 

C.9.     Tree  and  brush  removal  at  the  above-identified  project  sites  shall  be 

avoided  during  the  nesting  season  (March  1  through  August  15),  or  the 
sites  shall  be  surveyed  by  a  qualified  biologist  to  verify  the  absence  of 
breeding  birds.  Initial  site  clearing  shall  also  occur  outside  of  the  nesting 
season  (March  1  through  August  15).  If  clearing  within  the  project  area  is 
to  occur  during  the  nesting  season,  a  general  survey  for  raptors,  passerines, 
and  their  nests  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  prior  to 
construction  to  verify  bird  absence.  If  the  survey  indicates  the  potential 
presence  of  nesting  raptors  or  passerines,  the  results  would  be  coordinated 
with  the  Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance  measures 
would  be  developed.  Construction  acUvities  shall  observe  CDFG 
avoidance  guidelines,  which  are  a  minimum  500-foot  buffer  zone 
surrounding  acfive  raptor  nests  and  a  250-foot  buffers  zone  surrounding 
nests  of  other  birds. 

Vegetation  Communities  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation  measure 
addresses  impacts  to  significant  vegetation  communities  at  the  Pulgas  site: 

C.IO    Impacts  to  willow  riparian  habitat  shall  be  mitigated  by  replacement  at  a 
3: 1  ratio,  or  at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the  CDFG.  If  avoidance  of 
the  idenufied  plants  is  infeasible,  the  project  proponent  shall  prepare  and 
implement  a  revegetation  plan  and  a  five-year  monitoring  plan  to  restore 
native  willow  riparian  habitat  elsewhere  in  the  project  vicinity  to  a  self- 
sustaining,  ecologically  functioning  plant  community,  in  coordination  with 
the  CDFG  and  California  Native  Plant  Society.  This  acfion  wold  be 
sensitive  to  the  habitat  needs  of  the  California  red-legged  frog  and  San 
Francisco  garter  snake  and  thus  would  require  input  from  the  USFWS. 

The  monitoring  program  shall  be  designed  to  ensure  that  the  replacement 
habitats  are  comparable  in  quality  and  quantity  to  sensitive  habitats  that 
are  disturbed  by  project  construction.  The  long-term  survival  of 
mitigation  plantings  and  restoration  of  lost  habitat  for  the  California  red- 
legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  shall  be  the  goals  of  mitigation 
plantings.  The  success  of  the  mitigation  plantings  shall  be  assessed 
periodically  over  five  years  to  determine  the  degree  to  which  the 
functional  replacement  of  natural  habitats  has  been  achieved.  At  the  end 
of  five  years,  the  Corps  and  CDFG  shall  be  consulted  to  determine  if  the 
mitigation  goals  have  been  met;  if  the  goals  have  been  met,  no  further 
action  would  be  required.  If  mitigation  goals  have  not  been  met,  the 
SFPUC  shall  comply  with  the  agencies'  requirements  for  addiUonal  action 
to  ensure  that  habitat  replacement  is  carried  out  at  the  mitigation  site. 

The  revegetaUon  plan  shall  include  plant  salvage,  seeds,  and  seedlings 
obtained  from  local  native  sources  and  irrigation,  as  necessary.  The 
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following  performance  standards  are  suggested  for  the  revegetation  plan: 
(1)  vegetation  should  have  no  less  than  80  percent  survival  rate;  (2)  there 
should  be  no  excessive  rills,  gullies,  or  other  erosion  features;  (3)  there 
should  be  no  noxious  or  invasive  species;  (4)  a  properly  functioning 
irrigation  system  should  be  installed;  and  (5)  mitigation  ratio  of  plants 
should  be  based  on  the  then-acceptable  protocol. 

The  five-year  monitoring  plan  shall  include  annual  monitoring  using 
standard  ecological  methods  to  estimate  plant  cover  and  to  document 
survival  rates  and  growth  characteristics  and  shall  be  reviewed  by 
appropriate  agencies.  At  the  end  of  this  period,  the  success  of  the 
restoration  effort  shall  be  assessed  against  the  restoration  goals  (e.g.,  at 
least  80  percent  survival  of  plantings,  75  percent  vegetative  cover  by 
desirable  species,  and  a  viable,  self-sustaining  plant  community).  Based 
upon  final  restoration  performance,  a  determination  shall  be  made,  in 
coordination  with  the  Corps,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  project  achieved  the 
final  mitigation  goals  and  whether  additional  mitigation  is  required 
following  the  five-year  monitoring  period. 

Invasive  Landscape  Plant  Species  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation 
measure  addressed  potential  impacts  related  to  invasive  landscape  plant 
species  at  the  Pulgas  site: 

C.  1 1    As  part  of  the  site  clearing  and  grubbing  for  construction,  identified  native 

plant  species  (e.g.  yellow  star  thistle,  purple  star  thistle,  or  french  broom) 
shall  be  removed  prior  to  seed  germination  (before  June)  so  that  seeds  of 
these  plants  are  not  dispersed  within  the  project  area.  Disturbed  natural 
areas  as  a  result  of  construction  shall  be  revegetated  with  appropriate 
native  herbaceous  or  woody  species.  Revegetation  shall  begin  as  soon  as 
construction-related  activities  are  completed.  Monitoring  of  the  seeded 
herbaceous  areas  would  occur  prior  to  the  first  wet  season  following 
revegetation  to  ensure  that  sufficient  ground  coverage  has  developed. 

Native  species  should  be  used  in  revegetation.  If  nonnative  plant  species 
are  included  in  the  revegetation  planting  palette,  certain  plants  listed  in 
Table  V-1  of  the  FEIR  must  be  avoided. 

3.       Hydrology  and  Water  Quality.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at 
FEIR  pages  IV.D-1-29). 

Degradation  of  Water  Quality  Due  to  Secondary  System  Releases. 

The  following  mitigafion  measure  shall  be  implemented  to  mitigate 
potenUal  water  quality  impacts  associated  with  controlled  secondary 
discharges  or  planned  water  transfers  to  Lake  Merced: 

D.  1     The  SFPUC  shall  perform  a  site-specific  water  quality  study  to  examine 

the  potential  impact  of  increased  levels  of  ammonia  to  Lake  Merced.  The 
study  shall  evaluate  the  potential  for  algal  stimulation  to  occur,  if 
ammonia  at  levels  that  would  be  present  in  the  chloraminated  water  were 
discharged  to  Lake  Merced.  Based  on  results  of  the  study,  the  SFPUC 
shall  develop  allowable  discharges  to  the  lake  that  would  protect  water 
quality,  given  the  anticipated  ammonia  residual  following  dechlorinafion. 
Any  discharges  or  water  transfers  of  chloraminated  drinking  water  to  Lake 
Merced  shall  be  consistent  with  the  recommendations  of  the  water  quality 
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study.  In  the  event  that  the  water  quality  study  determines  that  Lake 
Merced  could  be  adversely  affected  by  the  increases  in  ammonia  levels, 
the  SFPUC  shall  ensure  protection  of  Lake  Merced  water  quality,  such  as 
by  removing  or  reducing  levels  of  ammonia  in  the  drinking  water  prior  to 
discharge  (e.g.,  by  constructing  a  dechloramination  facility),  eliminating 
discharges  of  chloraminated  water,  or  using  alternate  water  supplies  for 
water  transfers  to  Lake  Merced. 

The  study  shall  begin  during  the  design  phase  of  the  proposed  project.  In 
the  event  that  the  study  is  not  completed  prior  to  implementation  of 
chloramine  conversion,  the  SFPUC  shall  suspend  planned  discharges  of 
drinking  water  to  Lake  Merced  until  completion  of  the  water  quality  study 
and  shall  identify  alternative  water  sources  for  possible  water  transfers  to 
Lake  Merced. 

4.       Aesthetics.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  IV.F  1-15) 

Negative  Aesthetic  Effects.  The  following  mitigation  measures  address 
potentially  significant  impacts  on  the  visual  character  of  the  Pulgas  site: 

F.  1      In  consultation  with  the  SFPUC  Land  and  Resources  Management 

Section,  the  SFPUC  shall  prepare  and  implement  a  landscaping  plan  for 
the  Pulgas  site.  Disturbed  areas  shall  be  revegetated  to  minimize  textural 
contrasts  with  the  surrounding  vegetation.  New  plants  should  include 
noninvasive  grasses,  shrubs,  and  trees  typical  of  the  surrounding  area  (see 
also  mitigation  measure  C-1 1).  The  new  plantings  and  landscape  berms 
should  screen  the  chemical  building  to  the  extent  possible  when 
construction  is  complete.  In  accordance  with  Mitigation  Measure  C.IO, 
the  SFPUC  shall  monitor  landscape  plantings  annually  for  five  years  after 
project  completion  to  ensure  that  sufficient  ground  coverage  has 
developed  and  shall  implement  additional  measures,  such  as  replanting  or 
modifying  irrigation  systems,  as  determined  necessary.  At  the  end  of  this 
period,  the  success  of  the  landscape  plan  shall  be  assessed  for  effective, 
long-term  screening  of  the  dechloramination  facility.  The  SFPUC,  in 
coordination  with  the  Land  and  Resources  Management  Section,  shall 
incorporate  long-term  landscape  maintenance  of  the  dechloramination 
facility  with  ongoing  landscaping  at  the  Pulgas  Water  Temple. 

F.2      The  SFPUC  shall  use  design  elements  to  enhance  visual  integration  of  the 
dechloramination  facility  with  its  surroundings.  The  proposed  building 
shall  be  painted  low-glare  colors  that  blend  with  the  terrain.  The  SFPUC 
Land  and  Resources  Management  Section  shall  be  consulted  on  building 
design. 

F.3      The  SFPUC  shall  ensure  that  its  contractors  restore  disturbed  areas  along 
the  pipeline  alignment  to  their  preproject  condition  such  that  short-term 
construction  disturbance  does  not  result  in  long-term  visual  impacts.  The 
SFPUC  shall  retain  in-place  landscaping  to  the  extent  possible  to  screen 
the  project  facilities  from  public  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Pulgas  Water 
Temple.  The  contractors  shall  replace  any  construction-affected 
landscaping  with  equivalent  vegetation  and  recontour  any  disturbed  land 
to  match  preconstruction  conditions. 
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Degradation  or  Obstruction  of  Scenic  Views.  The  following  mitigation 
measures  address  the  potential  significant  effects  on  views  from  Canada 
Road  that  would  result  from  construction  of  the  dechloramination  facility 
at  the  Pulgas  site: 

F.4      To  reduce  visual  intrusion,  the  design  for  the  proposed  building  shall 
incorporate  architectural  elements  (e.g.,  slanted  roof)  that  minimize  the 
industrial  appearance  and  make  the  building  more  compatible  with  its 
rural  setting.  The  SFPUC  Land  and  Resources  Management  Section  shall 
be  consulted  on  building  design. 

F.5      A  decorative  gate  shall  be  constructed  at  the  entrance  to  the  road  to 

effectively  screen  views  of  the  dechloramination  facility  from  Canada 
Road,  the  gate  shall  be  designed  to  provide  adequate  screening  without 
appearing  too  solid  or  bulky.  The  SFPUC  Land  and  Resource 
Management  Section  shall  be  consulted  on  gate  design. 

F.6      The  access  road  shall  be  designed  to  minimize  both  the  removal  of 

existing  native  plants  and  the  number  of  new  plantings  needed  to  provide 
screening.  The  entry  road  shall  be  curved,  and  natural-appearing  berms 
shall  be  graded  in  appropriate  locations  that  screen  views  of  the  facility 
from  Canada  Road.  New  plantings  shall  be  placed  on  top  of  the  berm  to 
eventually  screen  views  of  the  proposed  building. 

F.7      Additional  trees  shall  be  planted  south  of  the  proposed  building  site  along 
Canada  Road  to  supplement  the  screening  provided  by  existing  trees, 
these  additional  trees  shall  be  planted  shortly  after  construction 
commences  and  shall  be  maintained  and  protected  during  the  construction 
period.  These  trees  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  landscaping  plan  and 
shall  be  monitored  for  one  year  following  construction,  as  stated  in 
Mitigation  Measure  F.l,  and  any  trees  not  surviving  shall  be  replaced. 

F.  8      The  SFPUC  shall  conduct  further  study  of  the  proposed  alignment  to 

identify  any  adjustments  that  would  minimize  the  removal  of  existing  trees 
that  serve  to  screen  the  site  from  Canada  Road.  A  qualified  arborist  shall 
be  constructed  regarding  the  minimum  buffers  required  to  prevent  root 
damage  to  remaining  trees  and  to  provide  the  SFPUC  with  any  necessary 
maintenance  requirements  for  remaining  trees. 

5.       Cultural  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
rV.G  1-12) 

Construction  Impacts  to  Archaeological  Resources.  The  following 
measure  addresses  potential  impacts  to  cultural  resources  associated  with 
project  construction  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station, 
Alameda  East  and  West  Portals,  Pulgas,  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites: 

G.  1     In  the  event  of  an  inadvertent  discovery  of  a  cultural  resource  during 

construction  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda  East 
and  West  Portals,  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  sites,  work  within  25  feet  of  the 
find  shall  be  stopped  and  a  professional  archaeologist  shall  be  contacted  to 
evaluate  cultural  resources  and  to  determine  appropriate  treatment.  The 
contractor  shall  comply  with  the  recommendations  of  the  archaeologist 
before  resuming  construction. 
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Given  the  location  and  depth  of  excavation  proposed  at  the  Pulgas  site  and 
the  likelihood  that  archaeological  resources  would  be  encountered,  the 
SFPUC  shall  retain  the  services  of  an  archaeologist.  The  archaeologist 
shall  carry  out  a  pre-excavation  testing  program  to  better  determine  the 
probability  of  finding  cultural  and  historical  remains.  The  testing  program 
would  use  a  series  of  mechanical,  exploratory  borings  or  trenches,  and/or 
other  testing  methods  determined  by  the  archaeologist  to  be  appropriate. 
The  testing  shall  be  terminated  if  the  archaeologist  determines,  from 
subsurface  inspections,  that  the  area  has  been  filled  or  disturbed  during 
prior  work. 

If,  after  testing,  the  archaeologist  determines  that  no  further  investigations 
or  precautions  are  necessary  to  safeguard  potentially  significant 
archaeological  resources,  the  archaeologist  shall  submit  a  written  report  to 
the  Environmental  Review  Officer  (ERO),  with  a  copy  to  the  project 
sponsor.  If  the  archaeologist  determines  that  further  investigations  or 
precautions  are  necessary,  he/she  shall  consult  with  the  ERO,  and  they 
shall  jointly  determine  what  additional  procedures  are  necessary  to 
minimize  potential  effects  on  archaeological  resources. 

These  additional  procedures  would  be  implemented  by  the  project  sponsor 
and  could  include  a  program  of  on-site  monitoring  of  all  site  excavation, 
during  which  the  archaeologist  would  record  observations  in  a  permanent 
log.  The  monitoring  program,  whether  or  not  there  are  finds  of 
significance,  would  result  in  a  written  report  to  be  submitted  first  and 
directly  to  the  ERO,  with  a  copy  to  the  SFPUC.  During  the  monitoring 
program,  the  SFPUC  would  designate  one  individual  as  its  on-site 
representative.  This  representative  would  have  the  authority  to  suspend 
work  at  the  site  to  give  the  archaeologist  time  to  investigate  and  evaluate 
archaeological  resources,  should  they  be  encountered. 

Should  evidence  of  cultural  resources  of  potential  significance  be  found 
during  the  monitoring  program,  the  archaeologist  shall  immediately  notify 
the  ERO,  and  the  SFPUC  shall  halt  any  activities  that  the  archaeologist 
and  ERO  jointly  determine  could  damage  such  cultural  resources. 
Ground-disturbing  activities  that  might  damage  cultural  resources  would 
be  suspended  for  a  total  maximum  of  four  weeks  over  the  course  of 
construction. 

After  notifying  the  ERO,  the  archaeologist  would  prepare  a  written  report 
to  be  submitted  first  and  directly  to  the  ERO,  with  a  copy  to  the  project 
sponsor,  which  would  contain  an  assessment  of  the  potential  significance 
of  the  find  and  recommendations  for  what  measures  should  be 
implemented  to  minimize  potential  effects  on  archaeological  resources. 
Based  on  this  report,  the  ERO  would  recommend  specific  additional 
mitigation  measures  to  be  implemented  by  the  project  sponsor.  These 
additional  mitigation  measures  could  include  a  site  security  program, 
additional  on-site  investigations  by  the  archaeologist,  and/or 
documentation,  preservation,  and  recovery  of  cultural  material. 

Finally,  the  archaeologist  would  prepare  a  report  that  documents  the 
cultural  resources  discovered,  evaluates  their  significance,  and  describes 
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how  any  archaeological  testing,  exploration,  and/or  recovery  program  was 
conducted. 

Copies  of  all  draft  reports  prepared  according  to  this  mitigation  measure 
would  be  sent  first  and  directly  to  the  ERO  for  review.  Following 
approval  by  the  ERO,  copies  of  the  final  report(s)  would  be  sent  by  the 
archaeologist  directly  to  the  President  of  the  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  and  the  California  Historical  Resources  Information 
System,  Northwest  Information  Center,  Sonoma  State  University,  Rohnert 
Park.  Three  copies  of  the  final  archaeology  report(s)  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Office  of  Environmental  Review,  accompanied  by  copies  of  the 
transmittals  documenting  its  distribution  to  the  President  of  the  Landmarks 
Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  the  California  Historical  Resources 
Information  System,  Northwest  Information  Center,  Sonoma  State 
University,  Rohnert  Park. 

Construction  Impacts  to  Architectural  Resources.  The  following 
measures  address  potential  long-term  impacts  to  architectural  resources 
associated  with  project  construction  at  the  Pulgas  site: 

G.2     In  order  to  address  short-term  construction  impacts  at  the  Pulgas  Water 

Temple  associated  with  dust  accumulation  on  the  building  fagade  and  with 
increased  noise  and  vibration  from  construction  equipment: 

a.  Cleaning  of  the  historic  building  and  associated  structures  may  be 
necessary  after  construction  activities  to  prevent  long-term  damage  to  the 
building  fabric.  The  need  for  cleaning  shall  be  determined  by  a  qualified 
historic  architect,  shall  follow  the  standards  set  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  shall  be  completed  in  consultation  with  the  historic  architect. 

b.  A  structural  engineer  shall  inspect  the  building  and  any  other  built 
features  prior  to  construction  to  determine  if  the  noise  and  vibration 
anticipated  during  construction  will  affect  the  building's  framework  and 
fabric.  The  report,  with  any  recommendations  and  mifigafion  measures, 
shall  be  reviewed  by  a  qualified  historic  architect,  and  the  SFPUC  shall 
implement  the  recommendations  and  mitigation  measures  deemed 
necessary  by  the  qualified  historic  architect  prior  to  construction. 

c.  If  determined  necessary  by  the  historic  architect,  construction-related 
noise  control  measures  listed  in  Section  V.N  would  be  implemented. 
Refer  also  to  construction  related  air  pollutant  emissions  mitigation 
measures  for  dust  and  exhaust  emissions  control  listed  in  Section  V.L. 

Operational  Impacts  to  Architectural  Resources.  The  following 
measure  addresses  potential  cultural  resource  impacts  at  the  Pulgas  Water 
Temple  associated  with  project  operation: 

G.3     The  SFPUC  shall,  as  part  of  the  project,  maintain  as  much  of  the  existing 
sound  and  appearance  of  rushing  water  through  Pulgas  Water  Temple  as  is 
feasible,  given  operational  requirements  of  the  water  system.  The  pattern, 
amounts,  appearance,  and  sounds  of  the  current  flow  regime  shall  be 
documented  to  establish  existing  baseline  conditions,  and  a  system  shall 
be  incorporated  into  the  project  (such  as  a  system  that  pumps  water 
through  the  temple)  to  simulate  the  existing  conditions.  It  is  expressly 
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understood  that,  currently,  flows  vary  from  none  to  considerable, 
depending  on  operational  requirements  of  the  overall  water  system.  All 
alterations  to  the  temple  shall  be  performed  in  accordance  with  applicable 
Secretary  of  the  Interior's  Standards  for  the  Treatment  of  Historic 
Properties  with  Guidelines  for  Preserving,  Rehabilitating,  Restoring,  and 
Reconstructing  Historic  Buildings  (Weeks  and  Grimmer,  1995). 

6.       Geology  and  Seismicity.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
rV.H  1-22) 

Seismic  Hazard  -  Ground  Rupture.  The  following  mitigation  measure 
addresses  the  significant  or  potentially  significant  effects  of  ground 
rupture  at  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda  East  Portal,  Alameda 
West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites: 

H.  1     The  SFPUC  shall  ensure  that  a  fault  investigation  is  conducted  at  each  of 
the  facilities  within  an  Alquist-Priolo  Earthquake  Fault  Zone.  Fault 
investigations  have  been  conducted  at  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  and 
Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  Additional  trenching  shall  be  required  to 
evaluate  the  potential  for  fault  rupture  at  the  Alameda  West  Portal  site. 
Review  of  the  fault  investigations  and  the  proposed  locations  of  any  new 
facilities  would  ensure  that  none  of  the  project  components  would  be 
constructed  within  50  feet  of  an  active  fault  trace. 

The  following  mitigation  measure  addresses  the  potentially  significant 
effects  of  ground  rupture  at  the  Tesla  Portal  site: 

H.2     The  project  sponsor  shall  ensure  that  more  extensive  review  and  analyses, 
along  with  geomorphic  reconnaissance  and  mapping,  aerial  photograph 
interpretations,  borings,  seismic  surveys,  and  trenching,  are  conducted  to 
define  the  San  Joaquin  fault  and  the  potential  magnitude  of  deformation 
within  the  proposed  construction  areas  at  the  Tesla  Portal.  None  of  the 
proposed  project  components  shall  be  constructed  within  an  area  where 
ground  rupture  would  be  expected.  The  SFPUC  shall  review  the 
geotechnical  information  to  ensure  that  the  potential  for  ground  rupture 
has  been  adequately  addressed. 

Seismic  Hazard  -  Ground  Shaking.  The  following  mitigation  measure 
addresses  the  significant  or  potentially  significant  effects  of  ground 
shaking  at  each  of  the  proposed  project  sites: 

H.3     Geotechnical  investigations  have  been  conducted  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San 
Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda  West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites  to  estimate 
the  degree  of  ground  shaking  that  could  be  expected  in  the  event  of  the 
controlling  seismic  event  that  could  affect  the  proposed  project  site.  On 
the  basis  of  the  results  of  each  of  these  investigations,  appropriate  seismic 
design  criteria  from  the  Uniform  Building  Code  have  been  identified  on 
the  basis  of  soil  type,  magnitude  of  the  controlling  seismic  event,  slip  rate 
of  the  nearest  fault,  and  distance  to  the  nearest  fault.  The  SFPUC  shall 
ensure  that  similar  investigations  are  conducted  for  the  Alameda  East 
Portal  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  For  each  site,  the 
recommendations  regarding  Uniform  Building  Code  seismic  design 
criteria  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  final  design  of  the  project. 
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Unstable  Cut-and-Fill  Slopes.  The  following  mitigation  measure 
addresses  the  potentially  significant  effect  of  unstable  cut-and-fill  slopes  at 
the  Tesla  Portal  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites: 

H.  4     A  geotechnical  investigation  shall  be  conducted  at  the  Harry  W.  Tracy 

WTP  to  determine  the  safe  inclination  of  the  cut  or  fill  slope,  based  on  the 
facility  to  be  constructed,  the  geologic  materials  involved,  and  the  height 
of  the  cut  or  fill.  This  investigation  has  already  been  conducted  at  Tesla 
Portal.  The  project  sponsor  shall  incorporate  into  contract  documents  the 
requirement  that  the  construction  contractor  follow  the  geotechnical 
engineer's  recommendations  to  maintain  stability  of  all  temporary  or 
permanent  cut-and-fill  slopes,  which  could  require  construction  of  a 
retaining  wall. 

7.  Hazardous  Materials.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
rV.1 1-17) 

Chemicals  in  Soils.  The  following  mitigation  measure  applies  to  the 
potentially  significant  impact  of  encountering  petroleum  hydrocarbons  at 
the  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  site: 

I.  1       The  SFPUC  shall  review  the  location  of  the  former  underground  storage 

tank  at  the  plant.  If  construction  would  occur  in  the  location  of  the  former 
tank,  available  data  shall  be  reviewed  to  assess  the  concentrations  of 
petroleum  hydrocarbons  remaining  in  place.  If  warranted,  the 
construction  contractor(s)  shall  be  required  to  prepare  a  site  health  and 
safety  plan  and  to  manage  and  dispose  of  the  soil  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

8.  Air  Quality.  (See  mitigation  measures  identified  in  initial  study  at  FEIR 
pages  V  18-19)  The  following  measures  for  mitigating  emissions  of  air 
pollutants  during  project  construction,  required  by  the  Bay  Area  Air 
Quality  Management  District,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  proposed 
project  as  construction  specifications.  These  basis  and  enhanced  control 
measures  for  construction  emissions  of  fine  particulate  matter  shall  be 
implemented  as  necessary,  depending  on  weather  conditions: 

L.l      Water  all  active  construction  sites  at  least  twice  daily,  and  more  often  on 
days  when  winds  exceed  10  to  15  miles  per  hour. 

L.2      Cover  all  trucks  hauling  soil,  sand,  and  other  loose  materials  or  maintain 
at  least  2  feet  of  freeboard  in  trucks  hauling  such  materials. 

L.3      Pave,  apply  water  three  times  daily,  or  apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  on 
all  unpaved  access  roads,  parking  areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction 
sites. 

L.4      Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  all  paved  access  roads,  parking  areas,  and 
staging  areas  at  construction  sites  on  a  daily  basis. 

L.5      Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  streets  adjacent  to  construction  sites  daily  if 
visible  soil  material  is  carried  onto  adjacent  public  streets. 
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For  construction  sites  involving  disturbance  of  more  than  four  acres,  the 
following  enhanced  control  measures  shall  be  implemented: 

L.6      Hydroseed  or  apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  to  inactive  construction  areas 
(previously  graded  areas  inactive  for  10  days  or  more). 

L.7      Enclose,  cover,  water  twice  daily,  or  apply  nontoxic  soil  binders  to 
exposed  stockpiles  (dirt,  sand,  etc.). 

L.8      Limit  traffic  speeds  on  unpaved  roads  to  15  miles  per  hour. 

L.9      Install  sandbags  or  other  erosion  control  measures  to  prevent  silt  runoff  to 
public  roadways. 

L.IO    Replant  vegetation  in  disturbed  areas  as  quickly  as  possible. 

9.       Utilities  and  Public  Services.  (See  mitigation  measures  identified  in 
initial  study  at  FEIR  pages  V  19)  The  following  measures  shall  be 
incorporated  into  the  proposed  project  to  reduce  the  potential  for  service 
disruptions  during  construction: 

M.l     The  SFPUC  shall  coordinate  its  planning  and  design  efforts  with  other 
utilities.  Affected  utilities  shall  be  consulted  early  in  the  process  so  that 
utility  lines  can  be  identified  and  avoided.  If  avoidance  is  not  possible  and 
relocation  of  any  utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected  agency 
would  mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility  prior  to  project 
construction. 

M.2     To  minimize  delays  in  emergency  response  during  project  construction,  all 
potentially  affected  police,  fire  protection,  and  ambulance  services  shall  be 
notified  in  advance  of  the  times,  duration,  and  location  of  construction 
activities  throughout  the  project's  construction  process.  This  measure 
shall  be  included  in  construction  specifications. 


B.  Mitigation  Measures  Wholly  or  Partially  Within  the  Jurisdiction  of  a 

Non-City  Agency.  The  SFPUC  finds  that  the  following  mitigation 
measures  are  partially  or  totally  within  the  jurisdiction  of  non-City 
agencies  and  should  be  adopted  to  mitigate  significant  environmental 
impacts.  The  SFPUC  recommends  that  the  designated  agency  implement 
the  identified  mitigation  measure. 

Biological  Resources  -  Wetlands  Impacts  -  California  Department  of 
Fish  and  Game,  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board,  and  U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers 

C.  1      The  SFPUC  shall  implement  the  following  regulatory  compliance 

measures  to  reduce  the  significance  of  this  impact: 

b.  Upon  verification  of  a  wetland  delineation,  if  wetlands  or  nonwetland 
water  sources  are  determined  to  be  jurisdictional  by  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  (CDFG)  and/or  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  (Corps),  project  facilities  would  be  sited  to  avoid  these  areas,  if 
possible. 
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c.  If  complete  wetland  avoidance  is  not  possible,  a  permit  shall  be 
obtained  from  the  Corps;  a  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 
(RWQCB)  waiver/certification  shall  be  acquired  from  the  local  RWQCB; 
and  a  Streambed  Alteration  Agreement  (SAA)  shall  be  negotiated  with  the 
CDFG  under  Section  1601  of  the  Fish  and  Game  Code  for  temporary  or 
permanent  construction  within  a  jurisdictional  wetland  or  water  related 
feature.  In  general,  for  projects  that  are  substantially  similar  in  nature 
and/or  have  minimal  individual  or  cumulative  adverse  effects  on  waters  of 
the  U.S.  and  comply  with  Nationwide  permit  conditions,  a  Nationwide 
404  permit  would  be  filed  and  the  Corps  notified,  depending  on  the  type  of 
permit.  Typically,  projects  of  this  nature  would  be  permitted  by  the  Corps 
under  Nationwide  Permit  No.  12,  Utility  Line  Bedding  and  Backfill,  and 
No.  18,  Minor  Discharges.  The  more  "general  use"  permit  no.  26  might 
also  be  appropriate. 

d.  K  the  amount  of  habitat  affected  exceeds  the  minimum  threshold 
established  for  the  permit,  habitat  should  be  replaced  (including 
jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water  resources)  at  a  3: 1  ratio,  or 
at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the  Corps  and  CDFG  and  required  as  a 
condition  of  the  aforementioned  permits.  Replacement  habitat  shall  be 
comparable  to  habitat  affected  by  the  project  (e.g.  freshwater  marsh  would 
be  mitigated  by  creation  of  a  freshwater  marsh,  not  annual  grasslands). 
The  preferable  location  for  on-site  habitat  replacement  would  be  within 
the  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  watershed.  Temporary  impacts  shall  be 
similarly  mitigated.  The  project  shall  strictly  adhere  to  a  "no  net  loss" 
wetlands  policy. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

Special-Status  Species  Impacts  -  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and 
California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game.  The  following  mitigation 
measures  address  potential  impacts  to  special-status  species  associated 
with  upland  and  wetland  habitats  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  Alameda  West 
Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites: 

C.4     Measures  to  avoid,  minimize,  or  mitigate  impacts  to  kit  foxes  at  the  Tesla 
Portal  site  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  project.  Such  measures  would  be 
derived  from  the  USFWS  Standardized  Measures  (USFWS,  1997)  and 
would  include,  at  a  minimum,  the  following  conditions: 

a.  Upon  informal  consultation  with  the  Sacramento  field  office  of  the 
USFWS,  a  preconstruction  survey  shall  be  conducted  for  the  San  Joaquin 
kit  fox  in  and  surrounding  the  project  site.  The  survey  for  potential  kit  fox 
dens  would  be  performed  by  a  qualified  biologist  14-30  days  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  construction  activities.  All  identified  potential  dens 
shall  be  monitored  for  evidence  of  kit  fox  use  by  placing  a  tracking 
medium  at  den  entrances  and  monitoring  for  at  least  three  consecutive 
nights.  If  no  activity  is  detected  at  these  dens,  they  may  be  closed  (with 
prior  concurrence  from  the  USFWS). 

b.  If  a  den  is  determined  to  be  occupied,  den  closure  activities  shall 
immediately  be  halted  and  the  USFWS  contacted.  Mitigation  measures 
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for  impacts  to  the  den  may  include  seasonal  limitations  on  project 
construction  at  the  site  (i.e.,  restricting  the  construction  period  to  avoid  the 
spring-summer  pupping  season). 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

C.6     The  following  measures  would  reduce  the  potential  for  impact  to  a  less 

than  significant  level  and  avoid  incidental  "take"  of  California  red-legged 
frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  at  the  Pulgas  site.  Project 
components  at  the  Pulgas  site  would  not  substantially  alter  habitat  for 
Califomia  red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake, 

a.  An  informal  consultation  shall  be  arranged  with  the  USFWS  prior  to 
project  implementation  to  ensure  that  all  potential  impacts  to  Califomia 
red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  have  been  addressed. 
Additional  measures  may  be  required  by  the  USFWS,  including  a  Section 
7  consultation  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act,  in  which  case  the 
measures  listed  below  would  be  supplemented  with  additional 
requirements. 

b.  A  USFWS -approved  biologist  shall  survey  the  area  immediately 
preceding  construction  (i.e.,  within  24  hours),  or  before  fencing  is  erected 
(see  below).  The  removal  of  frogs  or  snakes  from  the  work  site  or  from 
within  the  exclusion  fence  would  occur  following  approval  by  the  USFWS 
for  relocation  of  individuals.  The  biologist  shall  be  available  during 
construction  as  an  on-site  monitor  and  to  provide  training. 

c.  Before  construction  begins,  the  biologist  shall  describe  to  construction 
crews  the  measures  taken  to  avoid  impacts  to  the  species.  An  employee 
education  program  shall  be  conducted  to  explain  endangered  species 
concems  to  contractors,  their  employees,  and  agency  personnel  involved 
in  activities  that  could  affect  Califomia  red-legged  frog  or  San  Francisco 
garter  snake.  The  program  shall  consist  of  a  brief  presentation  by  persons 
knowledgeable  in  species  biology  and  legislative  protection  and  shall 
include  the  following:  a  description  of  each  species  and  its  habitat  needs; 
the  occurrence  of  each  species  in  the  project  area;  status  of  the  species  and 
its  protection  under  the  state  and  federal  endangered  species  acts;  legal 
provisions  for  violating  state  and  federal  endangered  species-protection 
laws;  and  measures  being  taken  to  reduce  impacts  to  the  species  during 
project  construction  and  implementation.  A  fact  sheet  conveying  this 
information  shall  be  prepared  for  distribution  to  the  above-mentioned 
people  and  anyone  else  who  may  enter  the  project  site. 

d.  The  work  area  shall  be  fenced  with  USFWS-approved  frog-  and  snake- 
proof  barriers,  such  as  mesh  fencing  or  4-  x  8-  foot  plywood  panels  joined 
lengthwise. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

C.7  To  protect  breeding  bats  at  the  Pulgas  site,  preconstruction  surveys  and 
avoidance  measures  shall  be  implemented.  To  minimize  effects  on  bat 
species,  large  trees  and  riparian  vegetation  (which  serve  as  important 
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foraging  habitat)  shall  be  retained  to  the  greatest  extent  possible.  To  avoid 
impacts  during  the  reproductive  season  of  bats,  tree  removal  shall  not 
occur  between  May  1  and  September  15.  If  clearing  is  to  occur  during  the 
reproductive  season,  a  general  survey  for  bats  and  bat  roosts  shall  be 
conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  prior  to  construction  to  verify  bat 
absence  on  the  project  site.  If  the  survey  indicates  the  potential  presence 
of  breeding  bats,  the  results  would  be  coordinated  with  the  Region  3  office 
of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance  measures  would  be  developed. 
Construction  activities  shall  observe  buffer  zones  of  at  least  250  feet  near 
active  bat  roosts. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 
C.9.     Tree  and  brush  removal  at  the  above-identified  project  sites  shall  be 

avoided  during  the  nesting  season  (March  1  through  August  15),  or  the 
sites  shall  be  surveyed  by  a  qualified  biologist  to  verify  the  absence  of 
breeding  birds.  Initial  site  clearing  shall  also  occur  outside  of  the  nesting 
season  (March  1  through  August  15).  If  clearing  within  the  project  area  is 
to  occur  during  the  nesting  season,  a  general  survey  for  raptors,  passerines, 
and  their  nests  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  prior  to 
construction  to  verify  bird  absence.  If  the  survey  indicates  the  potential 
presence  of  nesting  raptors  or  passerines,  the  results  would  be  coordinated 
with  the  Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance  measures 
would  be  developed.  Construction  activities  shall  observe  CDFG 
avoidance  guidelines,  which  are  a  minimum  500-foot  buffer  zone 
surrounding  active  raptor  nests  and  a  250-foot  buffers  zone  surrounding 
nests  of  other  birds. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

Biological  Resources  -  Vegetation  Communities  Impacts  —  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  and  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game. 

C.IO    Impacts  to  willow  riparian  habitat  shall  be  mitigated  by  replacement  at  a 
3:1  ratio,  or  at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the  CDFG.  If  avoidance  of 
the  identified  plants  is  infeasible,  the  project  proponent  shall  prepare  and 
implement  a  revegetation  plan  and  a  five-year  monitoring  plan  to  restore 
native  willow  riparian  habitat  elsewhere  in  the  project  vicinity  to  a  self- 
sustaining,  ecologically  functioning  plant  community,  in  coordination  with 
the  CDFG  and  California  Native  Plant  Society.  This  action  wold  be 
sensitive  to  the  habitat  needs  of  the  California  red-legged  frog  and  San 
Francisco  garter  snake  and  thus  would  require  input  from  the  USFWS. 

The  monitoring  program  shall  be  designed  to  ensure  that  the  replacement 
habitats  are  comparable  in  quality  and  quantity  to  sensitive  habitats  that 
are  disturbed  by  project  construction.  The  long-term  survival  of 
mitigation  plantings  and  restoration  of  lost  habitat  for  the  California  red- 
legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  shall  be  the  goals  of  mitigation 
plantings.  The  success  of  the  mitigation  plantings  shall  be  assessed 
periodically  over  five  years  to  determine  the  degree  to  which  the 
functional  replacement  of  natural  habitats  has  been  achieved.  At  the  end 
of  five  years,  the  Corps  and  CDFG  shall  be  consulted  to  determine  if  the 
mitigation  goals  have  been  met;  if  the  goals  have  been  met,  no  further 
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action  would  be  required.  If  mitigation  goals  have  not  been  met,  the 
SFPUC  shall  comply  with  the  agencies'  requirements  for  additional  action 
to  ensure  that  habitat  replacement  is  carried  out  at  the  mitigation  site. 

The  revegetation  plan  shall  include  plant  salvage,  seeds,  and  seedlings 
obtained  from  local  native  sources  and  irrigation,  as  necessary.  The 
following  performance  standards  are  suggested  for  the  revegetation  plan: 
(1)  vegetation  should  have  no  less  than  80  percent  survival  rate;  (2)  there 
should  be  no  excessive  rills,  gullies,  or  other  erosion  features;  (3)  there 
should  be  no  noxious  or  invasive  species;  (4)  a  properly  functioning 
irrigation  system  should  be  installed;  and  (5)  mitigation  ratio  of  plants 
should  be  based  on  the  then-acceptable  protocol. 

The  five-year  monitoring  plan  shall  include  annual  monitoring  using 
standard  ecological  methods  to  estimate  plant  cover  and  to  document 
survival  rates  and  growth  characteristics  and  shall  be  reviewed  by 
appropriate  agencies.  At  the  end  of  this  period,  the  success  of  the 
restoration  effort  shall  be  assessed  against  the  restoration  goals  (e.g.,  at 
least  80  percent  survival  of  plantings,  75  percent  vegetative  cover  by 
desirable  species,  and  a  viable,  self-sustaining  plant  community).  Based 
upon  final  restoration  performance,  a  determination  shall  be  made,  in 
coordination  with  the  Corps,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  project  achieved  the 
final  mitigation  goals  and  whether  additional  mitigation  is  required 
following  the  five-year  monitoring  period. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

Hydrology  and  Water  Quality  --  Operational  Discharge  Impacts  to 
Water  Quality  from  BAWUA  Agencies'  systems.  The  following 
program-level  mitigation  measure  should  be  adopted  and  implemented  by 
Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  (BAWUA)  member  agencies: 

D.2     BAWUA  member  agencies  should  conduct  a  comprehensive  evaluation  of 
their  individual  systems  to  determine  specific  water  quality  control 
measures  to  prevent  discharge  of  harmful  substances  to  local  water  bodies. 
At  a  minimum,  the  BAWUA  agencies  should  include  the  following 
measures,  similar  to  those  included  in  the  proposed  project  of  the  SFPUC: 
dechlorination  facilities  for  overflows  and  secondary  discharges  of 
chloraminated  water;  secondary  containment  for  all  chemical  loading  and 
storage  facilities;  adequate  separation  of  incompatible  chemicals;  water 
quality  studies  to  determine  algal  stimulation  potential  for  sensitive  water 
bodies  subject  to  discharge  of  chloraminated  water;  emergency  response 
procedures  in  the  event  of  system  failures;  and  construction  provisions  for 
erosion  and  sedimentation  control  and  for  release  of  chemicals  or  fuels  to 
water  bodies. 

Adoption  of  a  Mitigation  Monitoring  Program. 

The  SFPUC  hereby  adopts  a  Mitigation  Monitoring  Program  as  required 
by  Section  21081.6  of  the  Public  Resources  Code.  This  Mitigation 
Monitoring  Program  is  attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  2  and  incorporated 
herein  by  reference.  The  purpose  of  this  Program  is  to  determine  the  stage 
at  which  each  of  the  adopted  mitigation  measures  must  be  imposed  in 
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order  to  ensure  that  the  measure  is  carried  out  by  the  responsible  official 
or  entity. 

D.       Location  and  Custodian  of  Record. 

The  public  review  transcript,  a  copy  of  all  letters  regarding  the  PEER 
received  during  the  public  review  period,  the  administrative  record,  and 
background  documentation  for  the  FEIR  are  located  at  the  Planning 
Department,  1660  Mission  Street,  San  Francisco.  The  Planning 
Department,  Dorothy  Jaymes,  is  the  custodian  of  record. 

VI.  CONCLUSION. 

The  environmental  effects  of  the  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  are  analyzed  in 
sufficient  detail  to  allow  the  FEIR  to  fully  satisfy  CEQA.  All  potential  significant 
impacts  would  be  reduced  to  a  less  than  significant  level  with  the  implementation  of  the 
mitigation  measures  listed  in  Article  V  above. 

The  mitigation  measures  described  above  would  reduce  to  a  level  of 
insignificance  the  following  impacts,  as  described  in  the  referenced  FEER  pages:  Land 
Use  and  Recreation  (p.  IV.B  1-14);  Biological  Resources  (p.  IV.C  1-35);  Hydrology  and 
Water  Quality  (p.  IV.D  1-29);  Aesthetics  (p.  IV.F  1-15);  Cultural  Resources  (p.  IV.G  1- 
12);_Geology  and  Seismicity  (p.  IV.H  1-12);  Hazardous  Materials  (p.  IV.I  1-17);  Air 
Quality  (p.  V-18-19);  and  Utilities  and  Public  Services  (p.  V  19). 
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EXHIBIT  1 
LIST  OF  MITIGATION  MEASURES 


A.  Mitigation  Measures  Recommended  by  the  SFPUC  for  Adoption  as 
Proposed  to  be  Implemented  by  SFPUC  Bureaus  and  Departments. 

1.  Land  Use  and  Recreation.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR 
pages  rV.B-  1-14) 

B.  l.     Mitigation  measures  F-1,  F-2,  and  F-3,  under  Section  V.F,  Aestlietics, 

would  reduce  potentially  significant  effects  of  the  project  on  the  exiting 
character  of  the  Pulgas  site  vicinity  to  a  less  than  significant  level. 

2.  Biological  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
IV.C-1-35). 

Wetlands  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation  measure  addresses  potential 
loss  or  disturbances  to  wetlands  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump 
Station,  Alameda  East  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites: 

C.  l      The  SFPUC  shall  implement  the  following  regulatory  compliance 

measures  to  reduce  the  significance  of  this  impact: 

a.  A  wetland  delineation  shall  be  performed,  by  a  qualified  biologist,  of 
all  indicated  "waters  of  the  U.S.,"  including  wetlands  and  nonwetland 
water  resources,  to  map  and  identify  wetland  acreage  in  the  project  area 
and  to  serve  as  a  basis  for  avoidance  or  permitting  (see  measure  C-lb, 
below).  The  delineation  shall  be  conducted  prior  to  any  construction 
within  or  adjacent  to  potential  jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland 
water  resources,  such  as  runoffs,  seasonal  ponding  areas,  permanent 
ponded  areas,  and  stream  segments.  If  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
sources  are  determined  to  be  nonjurisdictional  upon  completion  of  a 
delineation,  then  no  further  mitigation  would  be  necessary. 

b.  Upon  verification  of  a  wetland  delineation,  if  wetlands  or  nonwetland 
water  sources  are  determined  to  be  jurisdictional  by  the  Califomia 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  (CDFG)  and/or  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  (Corps),  project  facilities  would  be  sited  to  avoid  these  areas,  if 
possible. 

c.  If  complete  wetland  avoidance  is  not  possible,  a  permit  shall  be 
obtained  from  the  Corps;  a  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 
(RWQCB)  waiver/certification  shall  be  acquired  from  the  local  RWQCB; 
and  a  Streambed  Alteration  Agreement  (SAA)  shall  be  negotiated  with  the 
CDFG  under  SecUon  1601  of  the  Fish  and  Game  Code  for  temporary  or 
permanent  construction  within  a  jurisdictional  wetland  or  water  related 
feature.  In  general,  for  projects  that  are  substantially  similar  in  nature 
and/or  have  minimal  individual  or  cumulative  adverse  effects  on  waters  of 
the  U.S.  and  comply  with  Nationwide  permit  conditions,  a  Nationwide 
404  permit  would  be  filed  and  the  Corps  notified,  depending  on  the  type  of 
permit.  Typically,  projects  of  this  nature  would  be  permitted  by  the  Corps 
under  Nationwide  Permit  No.  12,  Utility  Line  Bedding  and  Backfill,  and 
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No.  18,  Minor  Discharges.  The  more  "general  use"  permit  no.  26  might 
also  be  appropriate. 

d.  If  the  amount  of  habitat  affected  exceeds  the  minimum  threshold 
established  for  the  permit,  habitat  should  be  replaced  (including 
jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water  resources)  at  a  3:1  ratio,  or 
at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the  Corps  and  CDFG  and  required  as  a 
condition  of  the  aforementioned  permits.  Replacement  habitat  shall  be 
comparable  to  habitat  affected  by  the  project  (e.g.  freshwater  marsh  would 
be  mitigated  by  creation  of  a  freshwater  marsh,  not  annual  grasslands). 
The  preferable  location  for  on-site  habitat  replacement  would  be  within 
the  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  watershed.  Temporary  impacts  shall  be 
similarly  mitigated.  The  project  shall  strictly  adhere  to  a  "no  net  loss" 
wetlands  policy. 

Special-Status  Species  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation  measures 
address  potential  impacts  to  special-status  species  associated  with  upland 
and  wetland  habitats  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  Alameda  West  Portal,  and  Pulgas 
sites: 

C.2     In  order  to  avoid  potential  impacts  to  burrowing  owl  and  San  Joaquin  kit 
fox  at  the  Tesla  Portal  site,  several  avoidance  and  mitigation  measures 
shall  be  applied.  To  determine  site  use,  a  preconstruction  survey  for 
burrowing  owls  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist,  in  accordance 
with  protocol  found  in  the  Staff  Report  on  Burrowing  Owl  Mitigation 
(CDFG,  1995).  Surveys  shall  cover  grassland  areas  within  a  500-foot 
buffer  and  check  for  adult  and  juvenile  burrowing  owls  and  their  habitat. 
If  owls  are  detected  during  surveys,  occupied  burrows  shall  not  be 
disturbed.  Similar  surveys  shall  be  performed  for  San  Joaquin  kit  fox,  in 
accordance  with  protocol  found  in  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(USFWS)  Standardized  Recommendations  for  Protection  of  the  San 
Joaquin  Kit  fox  Prior  to  or  During  Ground  Disturbance  (USFWS,  1997a), 
or  more  current  avoidance  protocols. 

C.3     If  occupied  burrowing  owl  habitat  is  detected  on  or  adjacent  to  the  Tesla 
Portal  site,  measures  to  avoid,  minimize,  or  mitigate  impacts  to  burrowing 
owls  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  project.  Such  measures  shall  include 
the  following: 

a.  Sensitive  areas  shall  be  established  around  the  occupied  burrows  where 
no  disturbance  may  occur.  During  the  nonbreeding  season  (September  1 
through  January  31),  the  sensitive  areas  shall  extend  160  feet  around  the 
occupied  burrows.  During  the  breeding  season  (February  1  through 
August  31),  sensitive  areas  shall  extend  250  feet  around  occupied  burrows. 

b.  If  the  above  avoidance  requirements  cannot  be  met,  passive  relocation 
of  on-site  owls  may  be  implemented  as  an  alternative,  but  only  during  the 
nonbreeding  season.  Passive  relocation  shall  be  accomplished  by 
installing  one-way  doors  on  the  entrances  of  burrows  located  within  160 
feet  of  the  project  site.  The  one-way  doors  shall  be  left  in  place  for  48 
hours  to  ensure  that  the  owls  have  left  the  burrows. 

c.  for  each  burrow  that  may  be  excavated  by  project  construction,  one 
alternate  unoccupied,  natural  or  artificial  burrow  shall  be  provided  outside 
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of  the  160  foot  buffer  zone.  The  aUemate  burrows  shall  be  monitored 
daily  for  one  week  to  confirm  that  owls  have  moved  and  acclimated. 

d.  Burrows  within  the  construction  area  shall  be  excavated  using  hand 
tools,  under  the  supervision  of  a  biological  monitor,  and  then  refilled  to 
prevent  reoccupation.  If  any  burrowing  owls  are  discovered  during 
excavation,  the  excavation  shall  cease  and  the  owl  allowed  to  escape. 
Excavation  may  be  completed  when  the  biological  monitor  confirms  that 
the  burrow  is  empty. 

e.  Concurrently  with  the  San  Joaquin  kit  fox  education  program  (see 
measure  C-4g  below),  a  qualified  biologist  shall  provide  information  on 
the  burrowing  owl  to  contractors,  their  employees,  and  agency  personnel 
involved  in  the  project,  including  the  following:  a  description  of  the 
burrowing  owl  and  its  habitat  needs;  its  occurrence  in  the  project  area;  and 
measures  being  taken  to  reduce  impacts  to  the  species  during  project 
construction  and  implementation. 

C.4     Measures  to  avoid,  minimize,  or  mitigate  impacts  to  kit  foxes  at  the  Tesla 
Portal  site  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  project.  Such  measures  would  be 
derived  from  the  USFWS  Standardized  Measures  (USFWS,  1997)  and 
would  include,  at  a  minimum,  the  following  conditions: 

a.  Upon  informal  consultation  with  the  Sacramento  field  office  of  the 
USFWS,  a  preconstruction  survey  shall  be  conducted  for  the  San  Joaquin 
kit  fox  in  and  surrounding  the  project  site.  The  survey  for  potential  kit  fox 
dens  would  be  performed  by  a  qualified  biologist  14-30  days  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  construction  activities.  All  identified  potential  dens 
shall  be  monitored  for  evidence  of  kit  fox  use  by  placing  a  tracking 
medium  at  den  entrances  and  monitoring  for  at  least  three  consecutive 
nights.  If  no  activity  is  detected  at  these  dens,  they  may  be  closed  (with 
prior  concurrence  from  the  USFWS). 

b.  If  a  den  is  determined  to  be  occupied,  den  closure  activities  shall 
immediately  be  halted  and  the  USFWS  contacted.  Mitigation  measures 
for  impacts  to  the  den  may  include  seasonal  limitations  on  project 
construction  at  the  site  (i.e.,  restricting  the  construction  period  to  avoid  the 
spring-summer  pupping  season). 

c.  To  minimize  the  possibility  for  inadvertent  kit  fox  mortality,  project- 
related  vehicles  shall  observe  a  maximum  20  mile-per-hour  speed  limit  on 
private  roads  near  the  Tesla  Portal  site.  To  the  extent  possible,  nighttime 
construction  shall  be  minimized  at  this  site.  Off-road  traffic  outside  the 
designated  project  area  shall  be  prohibited  in  areas  that  provide  kit  fox 
habitat. 

d.  To  prevent  accidental  entrapment  of  kit  fox  or  other  animals  during 
construction,  all  excavated  or  deep-walled  holes  or  trenches  greater  than  2 
feet  deep  shall  be  covered  at  the  end  of  each  workday  by  plywood  or 
similar  materials,  or  provided  with  escape  routes  constructed  of  earth  fill 
or  wooden  planks.  Before  such  holes  are  filled  they  shall  be  thoroughly 
inspected  for  trapped  animals.  If  trapped  animals  are  discovered,  a 
qualified  biologist  shall  be  consulted  regarding  release  procedures. 
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e.  All  food-related  trash  items  such  as  wrappers,  cans,  bottles,  and  food 
scraps  shall  be  disposed  of  in  closed  containers  and  removed  at  least  once 
a  week  from  the  project  site. 

f.  To  prevent  harassment,  mortality  of  kit  foxes,  or  destruction  of  dens,  no 
pets  shall  be  allowed  on  the  project  site. 

g.  An  employee  education  program  shall  be  conducted  for  the  project  to 
explain  endangered  species  concerns  to  contractors,  their  employees,  and 
agency  personnel  involved  in  the  project,  the  program  shall  consist  of  a 
brief  presentation  by  persons  knowledgeable  in  kit  fox  biology  and 
legislative  protection  and  shall  include  the  following:  a  description  of  the 
San  Joaquin  kit  fox  and  its  habitat  needs;  the  occurrence  of  kit  fox  in  the 
project  area;  status  of  the  species  and  its  protection  under  the  state  and 
federal  endangered  species  acts;  legal  provisions  for  violating  state  and 
federal  species-protection  laws;  and  measures  being  taken  to  reduce 
impacts  to  the  species  during  project  construction  and  implementation.  A 
fact  sheet  conveying  this  information  shall  be  prepared  for  distribution  to 
the  above-mentioned  people  and  anyone  else  who  may  enter  the  project 
site. 

C.5     hnplementation  of  the  following  measure  would  reduce  or  eliminate 
potential  "taking"  of  California  tiger  salamander  as  a  direct  result  of 
project  construction  at  the  Alameda  West  Portal  site.  If  construction 
activities  remain  within  the  fenced  portion  of  the  Alameda  West  Portal 
site,  then  no  mitigation  measures  would  be  required  for  impacts  to  this 
species. 

a.  Preconstruction  surveys  within  48  hours  prior  to  ground-disturbing 
activity  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  within  the  pastureland 
portion  of  the  site  and  a  200-foot  buffer.  Surveys  shall  be  completed  for 
adult  California  tiger  salamander  and  aestivation  burrows  that  may  occur 
within  the  project  area.  If  no  burrows  are  detected  during  these  surveys, 
then  construction-related  activities  may  proceed.  If  adult  California  tiger 
salamander  burrows  are  found  within  the  construction  disturbance  zone, 
they  shall  be  excavated  and  any  salamanders  passively  displaced  from  the 
area  of  disturbance.  Salamanders  would  be  relocated  by  a  qualified 
biologist  to  suitable  nearby  habitat  that  would  not  be  affected  by  the 
project  activities.  If  necessary  to  prevent  animals  from  entering  the  site 
(e.g.  following  winter  and  spring  rains),  silt  fencing  shall  be  constructed 
around  the  perimeter  of  the  site  using  t-posts.  The  fence  shall  be  partially 
buried  with  dirt  or  gravel  to  inhibit  salamander  movement. 

C.6     The  following  measures  would  reduce  the  potential  for  impact  to  a  less 

than  significant  level  and  avoid  incidental  "take"  of  California  red-legged 
frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  at  the  Pulgas  site.  Project 
components  at  the  Pulgas  site  would  not  substantially  alter  habitat  for 
California  red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake, 

a.  An  informal  consultation  shall  be  arranged  with  the  USFWS  prior  to 
project  implementation  to  ensure  that  all  potential  impacts  to  California 
red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  have  been  addressed. 
Additional  measures  may  be  required  by  the  USFWS,  including  a  Section 
7  consultation  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act,  in  which  case  the 
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measures  listed  below  would  be  supplemented  with  additional 
requirements. 

b.  A  USFWS-approved  biologist  shall  survey  the  area  immediately 
preceding  construction  (i.e.,  within  24  hours),  or  before  fencing  is  erected 
(see  below).  The  removal  of  frogs  or  snakes  from  the  work  site  or  from 
within  the  exclusion  fence  would  occur  following  approval  by  the  USFWS 
for  relocation  of  individuals.  The  biologist  shall  be  available  during 
construction  as  an  on-site  monitor  and  to  provide  training. 

c.  Before  construction  begins,  the  biologist  shall  describe  to  construction 
crews  the  measures  taken  to  avoid  impacts  to  the  species.  An  employee 
education  program  shall  be  conducted  to  explain  endangered  species 
concerns  to  contractors,  their  employees,  and  agency  personnel  involved 
in  activities  that  could  affect  California  red-legged  frog  or  San  Francisco 
garter  snake.  The  program  shall  consist  of  a  brief  presentation  by  persons 
knowledgeable  in  species  biology  and  legislative  protection  and  shall 
include  the  following:  a  description  of  each  species  and  its  habitat  needs; 
the  occurrence  of  each  species  in  the  project  area;  status  of  the  species  and 
its  protection  under  the  state  and  federal  endangered  species  acts;  legal 
provisions  for  violating  state  and  federal  endangered  species-protection 
laws;  and  measures  being  taken  to  reduce  impacts  to  the  species  during 
project  construction  and  implementation.  A  fact  sheet  conveying  this 
information  shall  be  prepared  for  distribution  to  the  above-mentioned 
people  and  anyone  else  who  may  enter  the  project  site. 

d.  The  work  area  shall  be  fenced  with  USFWS-approved  frog-  and  snake- 
proof  barriers,  such  as  mesh  fencing  or  4-  x  8-  foot  plywood  panels  joined 
lengthwise. 

e.  During  project  activities,  all  trash  that  could  attract  predators  shall  be 
removed  from  the  work  site  and  disposed  of  daily. 

f.  If  disturbed,  riparian  habitats  shall  be  restored  as  described  under 
Mitigation  Measure  C-10,  below. 

C.7     To  protect  breeding  bats  at  the  Pulgas  site,  preconstruction  surveys  and 
avoidance  measures  shall  be  implemented.  To  minimize  effects  on  bat 
species,  large  trees  and  riparian  vegetation  (which  serve  as  important 
foraging  habitat)  shall  be  retained  to  the  greatest  extent  possible.  To  avoid 
impacts  during  the  reproductive  season  of  bats,  tree  removal  shall  not 
occur  between  May  1  and  September  15.  If  clearing  is  to  occur  during  the 
reproductive  season,  a  general  survey  for  bats  and  bat  roosts  shall  be 
conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  prior  to  construction  to  verify  bat 
absence  on  the  project  site.  If  the  survey  indicates  the  potential  presence 
of  breeding  bats,  the  results  would  be  coordinated  with  the  Region  3  office 
of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance  measures  would  be  developed. 
Construction  activities  shall  observe  buffer  zones  of  at  least  250  feet  near 
active  bat  roosts. 

Aquatic  Habitat  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation  measure  addresses 
potential  impacts  to  the  aquatic  habitats  present  in  San  Andreas  Reservoir: 
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C.8     The  assumption  that  overflows  and  planned  water  transfers  to  San  Andreas 
Reservoir  are  sufficiently  low  in  volume,  frequency,  and/or  ammonia 
concentration  to  avoid  algal  stimulation  without  prior  ammonia  removal 
(dechloramination)  shall  be  verified.  The  SFPUC  shall  monitor  overflows 
from  Harry  W.  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  to  determine  the  volume  and 
frequency  of  overflows  to  San  Andreas  Reservoir  that  could  occur 
downstream  of  chlorine  and  ammonia  addition.  Monitoring  of  residual 
ammonia  levels  in  overflows  and  other  water  quality  conditions  in  San 
Andreas  Reservoir  shall  be  conducted  to  determine  if  residual  ammonia 
levels  would  promote  algal  stimulation  and  eutrophic  conditions.  If 
monitoring  indicates  that  water  quality  of  San  Andreas  Reservoir  may  be 
affected  by  incremental  increases  in  nitrogen  from  treated  water 
overflows,  the  SFPUC  would  implement  measures  to  improve  nutrient 
management  in  San  Andreas  Reservoir,  such  as  the  following: 
oxygenation/aeration  (to  counteract  increased  oxygen  demand  and 
sediment  nutrient  recycling);  control  of  watershed  nutrients  (to  offset 
increased  sediment  nutrient  recycling);  diversion  of  overflows  to  another 
holding  area;  or  reduction  of  ammonia  levels  in  overflows.  See  also 
Section  V.D.,  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality. 

Nesting  Raptor  and  Passerine  Bird  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation 
measure  addresses  potential  impacts  to  nesting  raptors  and  passerine  birds 
at  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda  East  Portal,  Alameda  West 
Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites: 

C.9.     Tree  and  brush  removal  at  the  above-identified  project  sites  shall  be 

avoided  during  the  nesting  season  (March  1  through  August  15),  or  the 
sites  shall  be  surveyed  by  a  qualified  biologist  to  verify  the  absence  of 
breeding  birds.  Initial  site  clearing  shall  also  occur  outside  of  the  nesting 
season  (March  1  through  August  15).  If  clearing  within  the  project  area  is 
to  occur  during  the  nesting  season,  a  general  survey  for  raptors,  passerines, 
and  their  nests  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  prior  to 
construction  to  verify  bird  absence.  If  the  survey  indicates  the  potential 
presence  of  nesting  raptors  or  passerines,  the  results  would  be  coordinated 
with  the  Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance  measures 
would  be  developed.  Construction  activities  shall  observe  CDFG 
avoidance  guidelines,  which  are  a  minimum  500-foot  buffer  zone 
surrounding  active  raptor  nests  and  a  250-foot  buffers  zone  surrounding 
nests  of  other  birds. 

Vegetation  Communities  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation  measure 
addresses  impacts  to  significant  vegetation  communities  at  the  Pulgas  site: 

C.IO    Impacts  to  willow  riparian  habitat  shall  be  mitigated  by  replacement  at  a 
3: 1  ratio,  or  at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the  CDFG.  If  avoidance  of 
the  identified  plants  is  infeasible,  the  project  proponent  shall  prepare  and 
implement  a  revegetation  plan  and  a  five-year  monitoring  plan  to  restore 
native  willow  riparian  habitat  elsewhere  in  the  project  vicinity  to  a  self- 
sustaining,  ecologically  functioning  plant  corrmaunity,  in  coordination  with 
the  CDFG  and  California  Native  Plant  Society.  This  action  wold  be 
sensitive  to  the  habitat  needs  of  the  California  red-legged  frog  and  San 
Francisco  garter  snake  and  thus  would  require  input  from  the  USFWS. 
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The  monitoring  program  shall  be  designed  to  ensure  that  the  replacement 
habitats  are  comparable  in  quality  and  quantity  to  sensitive  habitats  that 
are  disturbed  by  project  construction.  The  long-term  survival  of 
mitigation  plantings  and  restoration  of  lost  habitat  for  the  California  red- 
legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  shall  be  the  goals  of  mitigation 
plantings.  The  success  of  the  mitigation  plantings  shall  be  assessed 
periodically  over  five  years  to  determine  the  degree  to  which  the 
functional  replacement  of  natural  habitats  has  been  achieved.  At  the  end 
of  five  years,  the  Corps  and  CDFG  shall  be  consulted  to  determine  if  the 
mitigation  goals  have  been  met;  if  the  goals  have  been  met,  no  further 
action  would  be  required.  If  mitigation  goals  have  not  been  met,  the 
SFPUC  shall  comply  with  the  agencies'  requirements  for  additional  action 
to  ensure  that  habitat  replacement  is  carried  out  at  the  mitigation  site. 

The  revegetation  plan  shall  include  plant  salvage,  seeds,  and  seedlings 
obtained  from  local  native  sources  and  irrigation,  as  necessary.  The 
following  performance  standards  are  suggested  for  the  revegetation  plan: 
(1)  vegetation  should  have  no  less  than  80  percent  survival  rate;  (2)  there 
should  be  no  excessive  rills,  gullies,  or  other  erosion  features;  (3)  there 
should  be  no  noxious  or  invasive  species;  (4)  a  properly  functioning 
irrigation  system  should  be  installed;  and  (5)  mitigation  ratio  of  plants 
should  be  based  on  the  then-acceptable  protocol. 

The  five-year  monitoring  plan  shall  include  annual  monitoring  using 
standard  ecological  methods  to  estimate  plant  cover  and  to  document 
survival  rates  and  growth  characteristics  and  shall  be  reviewed  by 
appropriate  agencies.  At  the  end  of  this  period,  the  success  of  the 
restoration  effort  shall  be  assessed  against  the  restoration  goals  (e.g.,  at 
least  80  percent  survival  of  plantings,  75  percent  vegetative  cover  by 
desirable  species,  and  a  viable,  self-sustaining  plant  community).  Based 
upon  final  restoration  performance,  a  determination  shall  be  made,  in 
coordination  with  the  Corps,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  project  achieved  the 
final  mitigation  goals  and  whether  additional  mitigation  is  required 
following  the  five-year  monitoring  period. 

Invasive  Landscape  Plant  Species  Impacts.  The  following  mifigation 
measure  addressed  potential  impacts  related  to  invasive  landscape  plant 
species  at  the  Pulgas  site: 

C.  1 1    As  part  of  the  site  clearing  and  grubbing  for  construction,  identified  native 
plant  species  (e.g.  yellow  star  thistle,  purple  star  thistle,  or  french  broom) 
shall  be  removed  prior  to  seed  germination  (before  June)  so  that  seeds  of 
these  plants  are  not  dispersed  within  the  project  area.  Disturbed  natural 
areas  as  a  result  of  construction  shall  be  revegetated  with  appropriate 
native  herbaceous  or  woody  species.  Revegetation  shall  begin  as  soon  as 
construction-related  activities  are  completed.  Monitoring  of  the  seeded 
herbaceous  areas  would  occur  prior  to  the  first  wet  season  following 
revegetation  to  ensure  that  sufficient  ground  coverage  has  developed. 

Native  species  should  be  used  in  revegetation.  If  nonnative  plant  species 
are  included  in  the  revegetation  planting  palette,  certain  plants  listed  in 
Table  V-1  of  the  FEIR  must  be  avoided. 
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3.  Hydrology  and  Water  Quality.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at 
FEIR  pages  IV.D-1-29). 

Degradation  of  Water  Quality  Due  to  Secondary  System  Releases. 

The  following  mitigation  measure  shall  be  implemented  to  mitigate 
potential  water  quality  impacts  associated  with  controlled  secondary 
discharges  or  planned  water  transfers  to  Lake  Merced: 

D.l     The  SFPUC  shall  perform  a  site-specific  water  quality  study  to  examine 
the  potential  impact  of  increased  levels  of  ammonia  to  Lake  Merced.  The 
study  shall  evaluate  the  potential  for  algal  stimulation  to  occur,  if 
ammonia  at  levels  that  would  be  present  in  the  chloraminated  water  were 
discharged  to  Lake  Merced.  Based  on  results  of  the  study,  the  SFPUC 
shall  develop  allowable  discharges  to  the  lake  that  would  protect  water 
quality,  given  the  anticipated  ammonia  residual  following  dechlorination. 
Any  discharges  or  water  transfers  of  chloraminated  drinking  water  to  Lake 
Merced  shall  be  consistent  with  the  recommendations  of  the  water  quality 
study.  In  the  event  that  the  water  quality  study  determines  that  Lake 
Merced  could  be  adversely  affected  by  the  increases  in  ammonia  levels, 
the  SFPUC  shall  ensure  protection  of  Lake  Merced  water  quality,  such  as 
by  removing  or  reducing  levels  of  ammonia  in  the  drinking  water  prior  to 
discharge  (e.g.,  by  constructing  a  dechloramination  facility),  eliminating 
discharges  of  chloraminated  water,  or  using  alternate  water  supplies  for 
water  transfers  to  Lake  Merced. 

The  study  shall  begin  during  the  design  phase  of  the  proposed  project.  In 
the  event  that  the  study  is  not  completed  prior  to  implementation  of 
chloramine  conversion,  the  SFPUC  shall  suspend  planned  discharges  of 
drinking  water  to  Lake  Merced  until  completion  of  the  water  quality  study 
and  shall  identify  alternative  water  sources  for  possible  water  transfers  to 
Lake  Merced. 

4.  Aesthetics.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages  IV.F  1-15) 

Negative  Aesthetic  Effects.  The  following  mitigation  measures  address 
potentially  significant  impacts  on  the  visual  character  of  the  Pulgas  site: 

F.  1      In  consultation  with  the  SFPUC  Land  and  Resources  Management 

Section,  the  SFPUC  shall  prepare  and  implement  a  landscaping  plan  for 
the  Pulgas  site.  Disturbed  areas  shall  be  revegetated  to  minimize  textural 
contrasts  with  the  surrounding  vegetation.  New  plants  should  include 
noninvasive  grasses,  shrubs,  and  trees  typical  of  the  surrounding  area  (see 
also  mitigation  measure  C-1 1).  The  new  plantings  and  landscape  berms 
should  screen  the  chemical  building  to  the  extent  possible  when 
construction  is  complete.  In  accordance  with  Mitigation  Measure  C.IO, 
the  SFPUC  shall  monitor  landscape  plantings  annually  for  five  years  after 
project  completion  to  ensure  that  sufficient  ground  coverage  has 
developed  and  shall  implement  additional  measures,  such  as  replanting  or 
modifying  irrigation  systems,  as  determined  necessary.  At  the  end  of  this 
period,  the  success  of  the  landscape  plan  shall  be  assessed  for  effective, 
long-term  screening  of  the  dechloramination  facility.  The  SFPUC,  in 
coordination  with  the  Land  and  Resources  Management  Section,  shall 
incorporate  long-term  landscape  maintenance  of  the  dechloramination 
facility  with  ongoing  landscaping  at  the  Pulgas  Water  Temple. 
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F.2      The  SFPUC  shall  use  design  elements  to  enhance  visual  integration  of  the 
dechloramination  facility  with  its  surroundings.  The  proposed  building 
shall  be  painted  low-glare  colors  that  blend  with  the  terrain.  The  SFPUC 
Land  and  Resources  Management  Section  shall  be  consulted  on  building 
design. 

F.3      The  SFPUC  shall  ensure  that  its  contractors  restore  disturbed  areas  along 
the  pipeline  alignment  to  their  preproject  condition  such  that  short-term 
construction  disturbance  does  not  result  in  long-term  visual  impacts.  The 
SFPUC  shall  retain  in-place  landscaping  to  the  extent  possible  to  screen 
the  project  facilities  from  public  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  the  Pulgas  Water 
Temple.  The  contractors  shall  replace  any  construction-affected 
landscaping  with  equivalent  vegetation  and  recontour  any  disturbed  land 
to  match  preconstruction  conditions. 

Degradation  or  Obstruction  of  Scenic  Views.  The  following  mitigation 
measures  address  the  potentially  significant  effects  on  views  from  Canada 
Road  that  would  result  from  construction  of  the  dechloramination  facility 
at  the  Pulgas  site: 

F.4      To  reduce  visual  intrusion,  the  design  for  the  proposed  building  shall 
incorporate  architectural  elements  (e.g.,  slanted  roof)  that  minimize  the 
industrial  appearance  and  make  the  building  more  compatible  with  its 
rural  setting.  The  SFPUC  Land  and  Resources  Management  Section  shall 
be  consulted  on  building  design. 

F.5      A  decorative  gate  shall  be  constructed  at  the  entrance  to  the  road  to 

effectively  screen  views  of  the  dechloramination  facility  from  Canada 
Road,  the  gate  shall  be  designed  to  provide  adequate  screening  without 
appearing  too  solid  or  bulky.  The  SFPUC  Land  and  Resource 
J4anagement  Section  shall  be  consulted  on  gate  design. 

F.6      The  access  road  shall  be  designed  to  minimize  both  the  removal  of 

existing  native  plants  and  the  number  of  new  plantings  needed  to  provide 
screening.  The  entry  road  shall  be  curved,  and  natural-appearing  berms 
shall  be  graded  in  appropriate  locations  that  screen  views  of  the  facility 
from  Canada  Road.  New  plantings  shall  be  placed  on  top  of  the  berm  to 
eventually  screen  views  of  the  proposed  building. 

F.7      Additional  trees  shall  be  planted  south  of  the  proposed  building  site  along 
Canada  Road  to  supplement  the  screening  provided  by  existing  trees, 
these  additional  trees  shall  be  planted  shortly  after  construction 
commences  and  shall  be  maintained  and  protected  during  the  construction 
period.  These  trees  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  landscaping  plan  and 
shall  be  monitored  for  one  year  following  construction,  as  stated  in 
Mitigation  Measure  F.  1 ,  and  any  trees  not  surviving  shall  be  replaced. 

F.8      The  SFPUC  shall  conduct  further  study  of  the  proposed  alignment  to 

identify  any  adjustments  that  would  minimize  the  removal  of  existing  trees 
that  serve  to  screen  the  site  from  Canada  Road.  A  qualified  arborist  shall 
be  constructed  regarding  the  minimum  buffers  required  to  prevent  root 
damage  to  remaining  trees  and  to  provide  the  SFPUC  with  any  necessary 
maintenance  requirements  for  remaining  trees. 
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5.       Cultural  Resources.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
IV.G  1-12) 

Construction  Impacts  to  Archaeological  Resources.  The  following 
measure  addresses  potential  impacts  to  cultural  resources  associated  with 
project  constmction  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station, 
Alameda  East  and  West  Portals,  Pulgas,  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites: 

G.  1     In  the  event  of  an  inadvertent  discovery  of  a  cultural  resource  during 

construction  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda  East 
and  West  Portals,  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  sites,  work  within  25  feet  of  the 
find  shall  be  stopped  and  a  professional  archaeologist  shall  be  contacted  to 
evaluate  cultural  resources  and  to  determine  appropriate  treatment.  The 
contractor  shall  comply  with  the  recommendations  of  the  archaeologist 
before  resuming  construction. 

Given  the  location  and  depth  of  excavation  proposed  at  the  Pulgas  site  and 
the  likelihood  that  archaeological  resources  would  be  encountered,  the 
SFPUC  shall  retain  the  services  of  an  archaeologist.  The  archaeologist 
shall  carry  out  a  pre-excavation  testing  program  to  better  determine  the 
probability  of  finding  cultural  and  historical  remains.  The  testing  program 
would  use  a  series  of  mechanical,  exploratory  borings  or  trenches,  and/or 
other  testing  methods  determined  by  the  archaeologist  to  be  appropriate. 
The  testing  shall  be  terminated  if  the  archaeologist  determines,  from 
subsurface  inspections,  that  the  area  has  been  filled  or  disturbed  during 
prior  work. 

If,  after  testing,  the  archaeologist  determines  that  no  further  investigations 
or  precautions  are  necessary  to  safeguard  potentially  significant 
archaeological  resources,  the  archaeologist  shall  submit  a  written  report  to 
the  Environmental  Review  Officer  (ERO),  with  a  copy  to  the  project 
sponsor.  If  the  archaeologist  determines  that  further  investigations  or 
precautions  are  necessary,  he/she  shall  consult  with  the  ERO,  and  they 
shall  jointly  determine  what  additional  procedures  are  necessary  to 
minimize  potential  effects  on  archaeological  resources. 

These  additional  procedures  would  be  implemented  by  the  project  sponsor 
and  could  include  a  program  of  on-site  monitoring  of  all  site  excavation, 
during  which  the  archaeologist  would  record  observations  in  a  permanent 
log.  The  monitoring  program,  whether  or  not  there  are  finds  of 
significance,  would  result  in  a  written  report  to  be  submitted  first  and 
directly  to  the  ERO,  with  a  copy  to  the  SFPUC.  During  the  monitoring 
program,  the  SFPUC  would  designate  one  individual  as  its  on-site 
representative.  This  representative  would  have  the  authority  to  suspend 
work  at  the  site  to  give  the  archaeologist  time  to  investigate  and  evaluate 
archaeological  resources,  should  they  be  encountered. 

Should  evidence  of  cultural  resources  of  potential  significance  be  found 
during  the  monitoring  program,  the  archaeologist  shall  immediately  notify 
the  ERO,  and  the  SFPUC  shall  halt  any  activities  that  the  archaeologist 
and  ERO  jointly  determine  could  damage  such  cultural  resources. 
Ground-disturbing  activities  that  might  damage  cultural  resources  would 
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be  suspended  for  a  total  maximum  of  four  weeks  over  the  course  of 
construction. 

After  notifying  the  ERO,  the  archaeologist  would  prepare  a  written  report 
to  be  submitted  first  and  directly  to  the  ERO,  with  a  copy  to  the  project 
sponsor,  which  would  contain  an  assessment  of  the  potential  significance 
of  the  find  and  recommendations  for  what  measures  should  be 
implemented  to  minimize  potential  effects  on  archaeological  resources. 
Based  on  this  report,  the  ERO  would  recommend  specific  additional 
mifigation  measures  to  be  implemented  by  the  project  sponsor.  These 
additional  mitigation  measures  could  include  a  site  security  program, 
additional  on-site  investigations  by  the  archaeologist,  and/or 
documentation,  preservation,  and  recovery  of  cultural  material. 

Finally,  the  archaeologist  would  prepare  a  report  that  documents  the 
cultural  resources  discovered,  evaluates  their  significance,  and  describes 
how  any  archaeological  testing,  exploration,  and/or  recovery  program  was 
conducted. 

Copies  of  all  draft  reports  prepared  according  to  this  mitigation  measure 
would  be  sent  first  and  directly  to  the  ERO  for  review.  Following 
approval  by  the  ERO,  copies  of  the  final  report(s)  would  be  sent  by  the 
archaeologist  directly  to  the  President  of  the  Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  and  the  California  Historical  Resources  Information 
System,  Northwest  Information  Center,  Sonoma  State  University,  Rohnert 
Park.  Three  copies  of  the  final  archaeology  report(s)  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  Office  of  Environmental  Review,  accompanied  by  copies  of  the 
transmittals  documenting  its  distribution  to  the  President  of  the  Landmarks 
Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  the  California  Historical  Resources 
Information  System,  Northwest  Information  Center,  Sonoma  State 
University,  Rohnert  Park. 

Construction  Impacts  to  Architectural  Resources.  The  following 
measures  address  potential  long-term  impacts  to  architectural  resources 
associated  with  project  construction  at  the  Pulgas  site: 

G.2     In  order  to  address  short-term  construction  impacts  at  the  Pulgas  Water 

Temple  associated  with  dust  accumulation  on  the  building  fagade  and  with 
increased  noise  and  vibration  from  construction  equipment: 

a.  Cleaning  of  the  historic  building  and  associated  structures  may  be 
necessary  after  construction  activities  to  prevent  long-term  damage  to  the 
building  fabric.  The  need  for  cleaning  shall  be  determined  by  a  qualified 
historic  architect,  shall  follow  the  standards  set  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  shall  be  completed  in  consultation  with  the  historic  architect. 

b.  A  structural  engineer  shall  inspect  the  building  and  any  other  built 
features  prior  to  construction  to  determine  if  the  noise  and  vibration 
anticipated  during  construction  will  affect  the  building's  framework  and 
fabric.  The  report,  with  any  recommendations  and  mitigation  measures, 
shall  be  reviewed  by  a  qualified  historic  architect,  and  the  SFPUC  shall 
implement  the  recommendations  and  mitigation  measures  deemed 
necessary  by  the  qualified  historic  architect  prior  to  construction. 
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c.  If  determined  necessary  by  the  historic  architect,  construction-related 
noise  control  measures  listed  in  Section  V.N  would  be  implemented. 
Refer  also  to  construction  related  air  pollutant  emissions  mitigation 
measures  for  dust  and  exhaust  emissions  control  listed  in  Section  V.L. 

Operational  Impacts  to  Architectural  Resources.  The  following 
measure  addresses  potential  cultural  resource  impacts  at  the  Pulgas  Water 
Temple  associated  with  project  operation: 

G.  3     The  SFPUC  shall,  as  part  of  the  project,  maintain  as  much  of  the  existing 

sound  and  appearance  of  rushing  water  through  Pulgas  Water  Temple  as  is 
feasible,  given  operational  requirements  of  the  water  system.  The  pattern, 
amounts,  appearance,  and  sounds  of  the  current  flow  regime  shall  be 
documented  to  establish  existing  baseline  conditions,  and  a  system  shall 
be  incorporated  into  the  project  (such  as  a  system  that  pumps  water 
through  the  temple)  to  simulate  the  existing  conditions.  It  is  expressly 
understood  that,  currently,  flows  vary  from  none  to  considerable, 
depending  on  operational  requirements  of  the  overall  water  system.  All 
alterations  to  the  temple  shall  be  performed  in  accordance  with  applicable 
Secretary  of  the  Interior's  Standards  for  the  Treatment  of  Historic 
Properties  with  Guidelines  for  Preserving,  Rehabilitating,  Restoring,  and 
Reconstructing  Historic  Buildings  (Weeks  and  Grimmer,  1995). 

6.        Geology  and  Seismicity.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
IV.H  1-22) 

Seismic  Hazard  -  Ground  Rupture.  The  following  mitigation  measure 
addresses  the  significant  or  potentially  significant  effects  of  ground 
rupture  at  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda  East  Portal,  Alameda 
West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites: 

H.  1     The  SFPUC  shall  ensure  that  a  fault  investigation  is  conducted  at  each  of 

the  facilities  within  an  Alquist-Priolo  Earthquake  Fault  Zone.  Fault 
investigations  have  been  conducted  at  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  and 
Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  Additional  trenching  shall  be  required  to 
evaluate  the  potential  for  fault  rupture  at  the  Alameda  West  Portal  site. 
Review  of  the  fault  investigations  and  the  proposed  locations  of  any  new 
facilities  would  ensure  that  none  of  the  project  components  would  be 
constructed  within  50  feet  of  an  active  fault  trace. 

The  following  mitigation  measure  addresses  the  potentially  significant 
effects  of  ground  rupture  at  the  Tesla  Portal  site: 

H.2     The  project  sponsor  shall  ensure  that  more  extensive  review  and  analyses, 
along  with  geomorphic  reconnaissance  and  mapping,  aerial  photograph 
interpretations,  borings,  seismic  surveys,  and  trenching,  are  conducted  to 
define  the  San  Joaquin  fault  and  the  potential  magnitude  of  deformation 
within  the  proposed  construction  areas  at  the  Tesla  Portal.  None  of  the 
proposed  project  components  shall  be  constructed  within  an  area  where 
ground  rupture  would  be  expected.  The  SFPUC  shall  review  the 
geotechnical  information  to  ensure  that  the  potential  for  ground  rupture 
has  been  adequately  addressed. 
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Seismic  Hazard  -  Ground  Shaking.  The  following  mitigation  measure 
addresses  the  significant  or  potentially  significant  effects  of  ground 
shaking  at  each  of  the  proposed  project  sites: 

H.3     Geotechnical  investigations  have  been  conducted  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San 
Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda  West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites  to  estimate 
the  degree  of  ground  shaking  that  could  be  expected  in  the  event  of  the 
controlling  seismic  event  that  could  affect  the  proposed  project  site.  On 
the  basis  of  the  results  of  each  of  these  investigations,  appropriate  seismic 
design  criteria  from  the  Uniform  Building  Code  have  been  identified  on 
the  basis  of  soil  type,  magnitude  of  the  controlling  seismic  event,  slip  rate 
of  the  nearest  fault,  and  distance  to  the  nearest  fault.  The  SFPUC  shall 
ensure  that  similar  investigations  are  conducted  for  the  Alameda  East 
Portal  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  For  each  site,  the 
recommendations  regarding  Uniform  Building  Code  seismic  design 
criteria  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  final  design  of  the  project. 

Unstable  Cut-and-Fill  Slopes.  The  following  mitigation  measure 
addresses  the  potentially  significant  effect  of  unstable  cut-and-fill  slopes  at 
the  Tesla  Portal  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites: 

H.  4     A  geotechnical  investigation  shall  be  conducted  at  the  Harry  W.  Tracy 

WTP  to  determine  the  safe  inclination  of  the  cut  or  fill  slope,  based  on  the 
facility  to  be  constructed,  the  geologic  materials  involved,  and  the  height 
of  the  cut  or  fill.  This  investigation  has  already  been  conducted  at  Tesla 
Portal.  The  project  sponsor  shall  incorporate  into  contract  documents  the 
requirement  that  the  construction  contractor  follow  the  geotechnical 
engineer's  recommendations  to  maintain  stability  of  all  temporary  or 
permanent  cut-and-fill  slopes,  which  could  require  construction  of  a 
retaining  wall. 

7.  Hazardous  Materials.  (See  setting  and  impacts  analysis  at  FEIR  pages 
IV.I  1-17) 

Chemicals  in  Soils.  The  following  mitigation  measure  applies  to  the 
potentially  significant  impact  of  encountering  petroleum  hydrocarbons  at 
the  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  site: 

I.  1       The  SFPUC  shall  review  the  location  of  the  former  underground  storage 

tank  at  the  plant.  If  construction  would  occur  in  the  location  of  the  former 
tank,  available  data  shall  be  reviewed  to  assess  the  concentrations  of 
petroleum  hydrocarbons  remaining  in  place.  If  warranted,  the 
construction  contractor(s)  shall  be  required  to  prepare  a  site  health  and 
safety  plan  and  to  manage  and  dispose  of  the  soil  in  accordance  with  all 
applicable  laws  and  regulations. 

8.  Air  Quality.  (See  mitigation  measures  identified  in  initial  study  at  FEIR 
pages  V  18-19)  The  following  measures  for  mitigating  emissions  of  air 
pollutants  during  project  construction,  required  by  the  Bay  Area  Air 
Quality  Management  District,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  proposed 
project  as  construction  specifications.  These  basis  and  enhanced  control 
measures  for  construction  emissions  of  fine  particulate  matter  shall  be 
implemented  as  necessary,  depending  on  weather  conditions: 
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L.  1      Water  all  active  construction  sites  at  least  twice  daily,  and  more  often  on 
days  when  winds  exceed  10  to  15  miles  per  hour. 

L.2      Cover  all  trucks  hauling  soil,  sand,  and  other  loose  materials  or  maintain 
at  least  2  feet  of  freeboard  in  trucks  hauHng  such  materials. 

L.3      Pave,  apply  water  three  times  daily,  or  apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  on 
all  unpaved  access  roads,  parking  areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction 
sites. 

L.4      Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  all  paved  access  roads,  parking  areas,  and 
staging  areas  at  construction  sites  on  a  daily  basis. 

L.5      Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  streets  adjacent  to  construction  sites  daily  if 
visible  soil  material  is  carried  onto  adjacent  public  streets. 

For  construction  sites  involving  disturbance  of  more  than  four  acres,  the 
following  enhanced  control  measures  shall  be  implemented: 

L.6      Hydroseed  or  apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  to  inactive  construction  areas 
(previously  graded  areas  inactive  for  10  days  or  more). 

L.7      Enclose,  cover,  water  twice  daily,  or  apply  nontoxic  soil  binders  to 
exposed  stockpiles  (dirt,  sand,  etc.). 

L.8      Limit  traffic  speeds  on  unpaved  roads  to  15  miles  per  hour. 

L.9      Install  sandbags  or  other  erosion  control  measures  to  prevent  silt  runoff  to 
public  roadways. 

L.  10    Replant  vegetation  in  disturbed  areas  as  quickly  as  possible. 

9.       Utilities  and  Public  Services.  (See  mitigation  measures  identified  in 
initial  study  at  FEIR  pages  V  19)  The  following  measures  shall  be 
incorporated  into  the  proposed  project  to  reduce  the  potential  for  service 
disruptions  during  construction: 

M.  1     The  SFPUC  shall  coordinate  its  planning  and  design  efforts  with  other 
utilities.  Affected  utilities  shall  be  consulted  early  in  the  process  so  that 
utility  lines  can  be  identified  and  avoided.  If  avoidance  is  not  possible  and 
relocation  of  any  utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected  agency 
would  mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility  prior  to  project 
construction. 

M.2     To  minimize  delays  in  emergency  response  during  project  construction,  all 
potentially  affected  police,  fire  protection,  and  ambulance  services  shall  be 
notified  in  advance  of  the  times,  duration,  and  location  of  construction 
activities  throughout  the  project's  construction  process.  This  measure 
shall  be  included  in  construction  specifications. 


B.       Mitigation  Measures  Wholly  or  Partially  Within  the  Jurisdiction  of  a 
Non-City  Agency. 
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Biological  Resources  -  Wetlands  Impacts 

C.l      The  SFPUC  shall  implement  the  following  regulatory  compliance 
measures  to  reduce  the  significance  of  this  impact: 

b.  Upon  verification  of  a  wetland  delineation,  if  wetlands  or  nonwetland 
water  sources  are  determined  to  be  jurisdictional  by  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  (CDFG)  and/or  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  (Corps),  project  facilities  would  be  sited  to  avoid  these  areas,  if 
possible. 

c.  If  complete  wetland  avoidance  is  not  possible,  a  permit  shall  be 
obtained  from  the  Corps;  a  Regional  Water  Quality  Control  Board 
(RWQCB)  waiver/certification  shall  be  acquired  from  the  local  RWQCB; 
and  a  Streambed  Alteration  Agreement  (SAA)  shall  be  negotiated  with  the 
CDFG  under  Section  1601  of  the  Fish  and  Game  Code  for  temporary  or 
permanent  construction  within  a  jurisdictional  wetland  or  water  related 
feature.  In  general,  for  projects  that  are  substantially  similar  in  nature 
and/or  have  minimal  individual  or  cumulative  adverse  effects  on  waters  of 
the  U.S.  and  comply  with  Nationwide  permit  conditions,  a  Nationwide 
404  permit  would  be  filed  and  the  Corps  notified,  depending  on  the  type  of 
permit.  Typically,  projects  of  this  nature  would  be  permitted  by  the  Corps 
under  Nationwide  Permit  No.  12,  Utility  Line  Bedding  and  Backfill,  and 
No.  18,  Minor  Discharges.  The  more  "general  use"  permit  no.  26  might 
also  be  appropriate. 

d.  If  the  amount  of  habitat  affected  exceeds  the  minimum  threshold 
established  for  the  permit,  habitat  should  be  replaced  (including 
jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water  resources)  at  a  3:1  ratio,  or 
at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the  Corps  and  CDFG  and  required  as  a 
condition  of  the  aforementioned  permits.  Replacement  habitat  shall  be 
comparable  to  habitat  affected  by  the  project  (e.g.  freshwater  marsh  would 
be  mitigated  by  creation  of  a  freshwater  marsh,  not  annual  grasslands). 
The  preferable  location  for  on-site  habitat  replacement  would  be  within 
the  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  watershed.  Temporary  impacts  shall  be 
similarly  mitigated.  The  project  shall  strictly  adhere  to  a  "no  net  loss" 
wetlands  policy. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

Special-Status  Species  Impacts.  The  following  mitigation  measures 
address  potential  impacts  to  special-status  species  associated  with  upland 
and  wetland  habitats  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  Alameda  West  Portal,  and  Pulgas 
sites: 

C.4     Measures  to  avoid,  minimize,  or  mitigate  impacts  to  kit  foxes  at  the  Tesla 
Portal  site  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  project.  Such  measures  would  be 
derived  from  the  USFWS  Standardized  Measures  (USFWS,  1997)  and 
would  include,  at  a  minimum,  the  following  conditions: 

a.  Upon  informal  consultation  with  the  Sacramento  field  office  of  the 
USFWS,  a  preconstruction  survey  shall  be  conducted  for  the  San  Joaquin 
kit  fox  in  and  surrounding  the  project  site.  The  survey  for  potential  kit  fox 
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dens  would  be  performed  by  a  qualified  biologist  14-30  days  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  construction  activities.  All  identified  potential  dens 
shall  be  monitored  for  evidence  of  kit  fox  use  by  placing  a  tracking 
medium  at  den  entrances  and  monitoring  for  at  least  three  consecutive 
nights.  If  no  activity  is  detected  at  these  dens,  they  may  be  closed  (with 
prior  concurrence  from  the  USFWS). 

b.  If  a  den  is  determined  to  be  occupied,  den  closure  activities  shall 
immediately  be  halted  and  the  USFWS  contacted.  Mitigation  measures 
for  impacts  to  the  den  may  include  seasonal  limitations  on  project 
construction  at  the  site  (i.e.,  restricting  the  construction  period  to  avoid  the 
spring-summer  pupping  season). 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

C.6     The  following  measures  would  reduce  the  potential  for  impact  to  a  less 

than  significant  level  and  avoid  incidental  "take"  of  California  red-legged 
frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  at  the  Pulgas  site.  Project 
components  at  the  Pulgas  site  would  not  substantially  alter  habitat  for 
California  red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake, 

a.  An  informal  consultation  shall  be  arranged  with  the  USFWS  prior  to 
project  implementation  to  ensure  that  all  potential  impacts  to  California 
red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  have  been  addressed. 
Additional  measures  may  be  required  by  the  USFWS,  including  a  Section 
7  consultation  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act,  in  which  case  the 
measures  listed  below  would  be  supplemented  with  additional 
requirements. 

b.  A  USFWS-approved  biologist  shall  survey  the  area  immediately 
preceding  construction  (i.e.,  within  24  hours),  or  before  fencing  is  erected 
(see  below).  The  removal  of  frogs  or  snakes  from  the  work  site  or  from 
within  the  exclusion  fence  would  occur  following  approval  by  the  USFWS 
for  relocation  of  individuals.  The  biologist  shall  be  available  during 
construction  as  an  on-site  monitor  and  to  provide  training. 

c.  Before  construction  begins,  the  biologist  shall  describe  to  construction 
crews  the  measures  taken  to  avoid  impacts  to  the  species.  An  employee 
education  program  shall  be  conducted  to  explain  endangered  species 
concerns  to  contractors,  their  employees,  and  agency  personnel  involved 
in  activities  that  could  affect  California  red-legged  frog  or  San  Francisco 
garter  snake.  The  program  shall  consist  of  a  brief  presentation  by  persons 
knowledgeable  in  species  biology  and  legislative  protection  and  shall 
include  the  following:  a  description  of  each  species  and  its  habitat  needs; 
the  occurrence  of  each  species  in  the  project  area;  status  of  the  species  and 
its  protection  under  the  state  and  federal  endangered  species  acts;  legal 
provisions  for  violating  state  and  federal  endangered  species-protection 
laws;  and  measures  being  taken  to  reduce  impacts  to  the  species  during 
project  construction  and  implementation.  A  fact  sheet  conveying  this 
information  shall  be  prepared  for  distribution  to  the  above-mentioned 
people  and  anyone  else  who  may  enter  the  project  site. 
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d.  The  work  area  shall  be  fenced  with  USFWS -approved  frog-  and  snake- 
proof  barriers,  such  as  mesh  fencing  or  4-  x  8-  foot  plywood  panels  joined 
lengthwise. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

C.7     To  protect  breeding  bats  at  the  Pulgas  site,  preconstruction  surveys  and 
avoidance  measures  shall  be  implemented.  To  minimize  effects  on  bat 
species,  large  trees  and  riparian  vegetation  (which  serve  as  important 
foraging  habitat)  shall  be  retained  to  the  greatest  extent  possible.  To  avoid 
impacts  during  the  reproductive  season  of  bats,  tree  removal  shall  not 
occur  between  May  1  and  September  15.  If  clearing  is  to  occur  during  the 
reproductive  season,  a  general  survey  for  bats  and  bat  roosts  shall  be 
conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  prior  to  construction  to  verify  bat 
absence  on  the  project  site.  If  the  survey  indicates  the  potential  presence 
of  breeding  bats,  the  results  would  be  coordinated  with  the  Region  3  office 
of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance  measures  would  be  developed. 
Construction  activities  shall  observe  buffer  zones  of  at  least  250  feet  near 
active  bat  roosts. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 
C.9.     Tree  and  brush  removal  at  the  above-identified  project  sites  shall  be 

avoided  during  the  nesting  season  (March  1  through  August  15),  or  the 
sites  shall  be  surveyed  by  a  qualified  biologist  to  verify  the  absence  of 
breeding  birds.  Initial  site  clearing  shall  also  occur  outside  of  the  nesting 
season  (March  1  through  August  15).  If  clearing  within  the  project  area  is 
to  occur  during  the  nesting  season,  a  general  survey  for  raptors,  passerines, 
and  their  nests  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  prior  to 
construcfion  to  verify  bird  absence.  If  the  survey  indicates  the  potential 
presence  of  nesting  raptors  or  passerines,  the  results  would  be  coordinated 
with  the  Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance  measures 
would  be  developed.  Construction  activities  shall  observe  CDFG 
avoidance  guidelines,  which  are  a  minimum  500-foot  buffer  zone 
surrounding  active  raptor  nests  and  a  250-foot  buffers  zone  surrounding 
nests  of  other  birds. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.A. 

Biological  Resources  -  Vegetation  Communities  Impacts 

C.  10    Impacts  to  willow  riparian  habitat  shall  be  mitigated  by  replacement  at  a 
3: 1  ratio,  or  at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the  CDFG.  If  avoidance  of 
the  identified  plants  is  infeasible,  the  project  proponent  shall  prepare  and 
implement  a  revegetation  plan  and  a  five-year  monitoring  plan  to  restore 
native  willow  riparian  habitat  elsewhere  in  the  project  vicinity  to  a  self- 
sustaining,  ecologically  functioning  plant  community,  in  coordination  with 
the  CDFG  and  California  Native  Plant  Society.  This  action  wold  be 
sensitive  to  the  habitat  needs  of  the  California  red-legged  frog  and  San 
Francisco  garter  snake  and  thus  would  require  input  from  the  USFWS. 
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The  monitoring  program  shall  be  designed  to  ensure  that  the  replacement 
habitats  are  comparable  in  quality  and  quantity  to  sensitive  habitats  that 
are  disturbed  by  project  construction.  The  long-term  survival  of 
mitigation  plantings  and  restoration  of  lost  habitat  for  the  California  red- 
legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  shall  be  the  goals  of  mitigation 
plantings.  The  success  of  the  mitigation  plantings  shall  be  assessed 
periodically  over  five  years  to  determine  the  degree  to  which  the 
functional  replacement  of  natural  habitats  has  been  achieved.  At  the  end 
of  five  years,  the  Corps  and  CDFG  shall  be  consulted  to  determine  if  the 
mitigation  goals  have  been  met;  if  the  goals  have  been  met,  no  further 
action  would  be  required.  If  mitigation  goals  have  not  been  met,  the 
SFPUC  shall  comply  with  the  agencies'  requirements  for  additional  action 
to  ensure  that  habitat  replacement  is  carried  out  at  the  mitigation  site. 

The  revegetation  plan  shall  include  plant  salvage,  seeds,  and  seedlings 
obtained  from  local  native  sources  and  irrigation,  as  necessary.  The 
following  performance  standards  are  suggested  for  the  revegetation  plan: 
(1)  vegetation  should  have  no  less  than  80  percent  survival  rate;  (2)  there 
should  be  no  excessive  rills,  gullies,  or  other  erosion  features;  (3)  there 
should  be  no  noxious  or  invasive  species;  (4)  a  properly  functioning 
irrigation  system  should  be  installed;  and  (5)  mitigation  ratio  of  plants 
should  be  based  on  the  then-acceptable  protocol. 

The  five-year  monitoring  plan  shall  include  annual  monitoring  using 
standard  ecological  methods  to  estimate  plant  cover  and  to  document 
survival  rates  and  growth  characteristics  and  shall  be  reviewed  by 
appropriate  agencies.  At  the  end  of  this  period,  the  success  of  the 
restoration  effort  shall  be  assessed  against  the  restoration  goals  (e.g.,  at 
least  80  percent  survival  of  plantings,  75  percent  vegetative  cover  by 
desirable  species,  and  a  viable,  self-sustaining  plant  community).  Based 
upon  final  restoration  performance,  a  determination  shall  be  made,  in 
coordination  with  the  Corps,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  project  achieved  the 
final  mitigation  goals  and  whether  additional  mitigation  is  required 
following  the  five-year  monitoring  period. 

Because  this  measure  is  partially  within  the  jurisdicfion  of  the  SFPUC,  it 
is  also  listed  under  Article  V.  A. 

Hydrology  and  Water  Quality  —  Operational  Discharge  Impacts  to 
Water  Quality  from  BAWUA  Agencies'  systems.  The  following 
program-level  mitigation  measure  should  be  adopted  and  implemented  by 
Bay  Area  Water  Users  Association  (BAWUA)  member  agencies: 

D.2     BAWUA  member  agencies  should  conduct  a  comprehensive  evaluation  of 
their  individual  systems  to  determine  specific  water  quality  control 
measures  to  prevent  discharge  of  harmful  substances  to  local  water  bodies. 
At  a  minimum,  the  BAWUA  agencies  should  include  the  following 
measures,  similar  to  those  included  in  the  proposed  project  of  the  SFPUC: 
dechlorination  facilities  for  overflows  and  secondary  discharges  of 
chloraminated  water;  secondary  containment  for  all  chemical  loading  and 
storage  facilities;  adequate  separation  of  incompatible  chemicals;  water 
quality  studies  to  determine  algal  stimulation  potential  for  sensitive  water 
bodies  subject  to  discharge  of  chloraminated  water;  emergency  response 
procedures  in  the  event  of  system  failures;  and  construction  provisions  for 
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erosion  and  sedimentation  control  and  for  release  of  chemicals  or  fuels  to 
water  bodies. 
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MITIGATION  MONITORING  AND  REPORTING  PROGRAM 
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ADOPTED  MITIGATION  MEASURES  AND 
MITIGATION  MONITORING  AND  REPORTING  PROGRAM 

FOR  THE 

HETCH  HETCHY  WATER  TREATMENT  PROJECT--CHLORAMINE  CONVERSION 


INTRODUCTION 

This  exhibit  lists  the  mitigation  measures  adopted  by  the  SFPUC  as  a  result  of  the  Environmental 
Impact  Report  (EIR)  on  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project—Chloramine  Conversion, 
certified  by  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Commission  on  October  19,  2000.  These  mitigation 
measures  were  identified  in  the  EIR  and  were  determined  to  reduce  the  significant  and  potentially 
significant  impacts  of  the  Chloramine  Conversion  Project  to  a  less  than  significant  level.  This 
appendix  also  constitutes  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  (MMRP)  for  the  project 
and  includes  a  description  of  the  implementation,  monitoring,  and  reporting  requirements  for  the 
MMRP. 

The  mitigation  measures  and  MMRP  are  presented  in  Tables  1  to  8,  with  one  table  for  each  of  the 
project  sites  as  follows:  Table  1  (Tesla  Portal  Site),  Table  2  (San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Site),  Table 
3  (Alameda  East  Portal  Site),  Table  4  (Alameda  West  Portal  Site),  Table  5  (Pulgas  Balancing 
Reservoir  Site),  Table  6  (Pulgas  Site),  Table  7  (Harry  W.  Tracy  Water  Treatment  Plant  Site),  and 
Table  8  (Secondary  Discharge  Locations).  As  identified  in  the  EIR,  some  mitigation  measures  apply 
to  multiple  sites,  and  each  table  contains  all  mitigation  measures  applicable  to  that  particular  site; 
thus,  there  is  some  duplication  of  measures  from  table  to  table.  Each  table  briefly  lists  those  impacts 
that  were  identified  in  the  EIR  as  significant  or  potentially  significant,  along  with  the  adopted 
mitigation  measures.  The  full  text  of  the  impact  discussion  and  analysis  is  included  in  the  EIR,  while 
the  mitigation  measures  are  presented  in  full  in  the  MMRP.  The  mitigation  measures  use  the  same 
numbering  system  as  the  EIR  impacts  to  allow  cross  referencing. 

As  required  by  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA),  the  MMRP  is  designed  to  ensure 
compliance  with  mitigation  measures  during  project  implementation  and  to  provide  monitoring  and 
documentation  of  the  effectiveness  of  the  mitigation  measures  in  avoiding  or  reducing  potential 
impacts.  Thus,  for  each  mitigation  measure,  the  MMRP  identifies  the  implementing  agency,  the 
mitigation  schedule,  the  monitoring  and  reporting  responsibility,  and  the  status  or  date  the  measure 
would  be  considered  complete. 

For  the  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project—Chloramine  Conversion,  the  SFPUC  would  act  as 
the  primary  agency  responsible  for  implementing,  monitoring,  reporting,  and  enforcing  the 
mitigation  measures.  These  actions  may  occur  through  various  departments  within  the  SFPUC,  such 
as  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau,  the  Bureau  of  Environmental  Regulation  and  Management,  or 
the  Land  and  Resource  Management  Section,  or  through  contractors  or  specialists  hired  by  the 
SFPUC.  In  addition,  the  SFPUC  will  establish  an  overall  mitigation  implementation  program  to 
assure  implementation  of  the  entire  MMRP  throughout  the  various  stages  of  project  design, 
construction,  and  operation.  In  some  instances,  the  SFPUC  would  act  in  coordination  with  other 
agencies  to  comply  with  specific  measures,  such  as  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  or 
the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  but  the  SFPUC  would  assume  primary  responsibility  for 
implementation.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Department  would  be  responsible  for  implementation 
of  the  cultural  resources  mitigation  measures,  would  receive  copies  of  relevant  monitoring  reports, 
and  would  provide  CEQA  compliance  assistance,  if  necessary. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  1:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 

Wetland  Impacts  ' 

Mitigation  Measure  C-la:  A  wetland  delineation  shall  be 
performed,  by  a  qualified  biologist,  of  all  indicated  "waters  of  the 
U.S.,"  including  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water  resources,  to  map 
and  identify  wetland  acreage  in  the  project  area  and  to  serve  as  a 
basis  for  avoidance  or  permitting  (see  C-lb,  below).  The 
delineation  shall  be  conducted  prior  to  any  construction  within  or 
adjacent  to  potential  jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
resources,  such  as  runoffs,  seasonal  ponding  areas,  permanent 
ponded  areas,  and  stream  segments.  If  wetlands  and  nonwetland 
water  sources  are  determined  to  be  nonjurisdictional  upon 
completion  of  a  delineation,  then  no  further  mitigation  would  be 
necessary. 

Mitigation  Measure  C-lb:  Upon  verification  of  a  wetland  delineation, 
if  wetlands  or  nonwetland  water  sources  are  determined  to  be 
jurisdictional  by  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
(CDFG)  and/or  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (Corps),  project 
facilities  would  be  sited  to  avoid  these  areas,  if  possible. 


Mitigation  Measure  C-lc:  If  complete  weriand  avoidance  is  not 
possible,  a  permit  shall  be  obtained  from  the  Corps;  a  Regional  Water 
Quality  Control  Board  (RWQCB)  waiver/certification  shall  be 
acquired  from  the  local  RWQCB  proponent;  and  a  Streambed 
Alteration  Agreement  (SAA)  shall  be  negotiated  with  the  CDFG 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design  phase 


SFPUC  in 
coordination  with 
CDFG  and/or  Corps 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
prepare  a  report  describing  the 
results  of  the  wetland 
delineation  and  submit  it  to  the 
SFPUC.  The  wetland 
delineation  report  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Corps  for 
verification  if  potentially 
jurisdictional  wetlands  are 
identified. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  documentation  to 
verify  that  project  facilities  are 
sited  to  avoid  jurisdictional 
wetlands. 

Monitoring:  As  applicable,  the 
SFPUC  and/or  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  ongoing 
monitoring  of  wetland  areas 
during  construction  in 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  if 
wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
sources  are  determined  to  be 
nonjurisdictional.  Otherwise, 
Mitigation  Measure  C-lb  shall 
be  implemented. 


Considered  complete  if  project 
facilities  can  be  sited  to  avoid 
jurisdictional  wetland  areas. 
Otherwise,  Mitigation  Measure 
C-lc  shall  be  implemented. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  permit 
requirements;  completion  of 
the  final  construction 
monitoring  report;  and  final 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  1:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

under  Section  1601  of  the  Fish  and  Game  Code  for  temporary  or 
permanent  construction  within  a  jurisdictional  wetland  or  water- 
related  feature.  In  general,  for  projects  that  are  substantially  similar  in 
nature  and/or  have  minimal  individual  or  cumulative  adverse  effects 
on  waters  of  the  U.S.  and  comply  with  Nationwide  permit  conditions, 
a  Nationwide  404  permit  would  be  filed  and  the  Corps  notified, 
depending  on  the  type  of  permit.  Typically,  projects  of  this  nature 
would  be  permitted  by  the  Corps  under  Nationwide  Permit  No.  12, 
Utility  Line  Bedding  and  Backfill,  and  No.  18,  Minor  Discharges. 
Tlie  more  "general  use"  permit.  No.  26,  might  also  be  appropriate.' 


Mitigation  Measure  C- 1  d:  If  the  amount  of  habitat  affected  exceeds 
the  minimum  tlireshold  established  for  the  permit,  habitat  shall  be 
replaced  (including  jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
resources)  at  a  3: 1  ratio,  or  at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the 
Corps  and  CDFG  and  required  as  a  condition  of  the  aforementioned 
permits.  Replacement  habitat  shall  be  comparable  to  habitat 
affected  by  the  project  (e.g.,  freshwater  marsh  would  be  mitigated 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  in 
coordination  with 
Corps  and  CDFG 


Design  and  post- 
construction 

Plan  implementation 
and  monitoring  may 
take  more  than  five 
years. 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


accordance  with  permit 
requirements. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
obtain  appropriate  permits  from 
the  CDFG,  Corps,  and 
RWQCB  for  permanent  or 
temporary  constmction  impacts 
to  jurisdictional  wetland 
features  and  shall  submit  any 
required  reports  to  these 
agencies.  During  construction, 
the  SFPUC  shall  prepare 
quarterly  monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  wetland 
protection  measures. 

Monitoring:  Habitats  that  are 
created  and/or  enhanced  as 
compensation  for  disturbed 
wetlands  would  be  monitored 
annually  to  ensure  adequate 
performance  in  accordance 
with  permit  requirements. 


Status/Date  Completed 


approval  as  necessary  by  the 
Corps,  CDFG,  and  RWQCB. 


Considered  complete  upon 
approval  by  the  Corps  and 
CDFG  of  the  wetland 
mitigation  plan  and  satisfactory 
establishment  of  replacement 
habitats. 


On  March  9, 2000,  the  Corps  issued  5  new  Nationwide  Permits  (NWPs)  and  modified  6  NWPs  to  replace  NWP  26,  which  expired  on  June  5. 2000.  Most  new  NWPs  require  submission  of  preconstruction 
notification  for  discharges  of  dredged  or  fill  material  that  result  in  the  loss  of  greater  than  1/10  acre  of  waters  of  the  U.S.  Tlie  maximum  acreage  limits  for  most  of  the  new  and  modified  NWPs  is  1/2  acre. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  1:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval   


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

by  creation  of  a  freshwater  marsh,  not  annual  grasslands).  The 
preferable  location  for  on-site  habitat  replacement  would  be  within 
the  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  watershed.  Temporary  impacts  shall 
be  similarly  mitigated.  The  project  shall  strictly  adhere  to  a  "no  net 
loss"  wetlands  policy. 


Special-Status  Species  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-2:  In  order  to  avoid  potential  impacts  to 
burrowing  owl  and  San  Joaquin  kit  fox  at  the  Tesla  Portal  site, 
several  avoidance  and  mitigation  measures  shall  be  applied.  To 
determine  site  use,  a  preconstruction  survey  for  burrowing  owls 
shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist,  in  accordance  with 
protocol  found  in  the  Stajf  Report  on  Burrowing  Owl  Mitigation 
(CDFG,  1995).  Surveys  shall  cover  gra.ssland  areas  within  a  500- 
foot  buffer  and  check  for  adult  and  juvenile  burrowing  owls  and 
their  habitat.  If  owls  are  detected  during  surveys,  occupied  burrows 
shall  not  be  disturbed.  Similar  surveys  shall  be  performed  for  San 
Joaquin  kit  fox,  in  accordance  with  protocol  found  in  the  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  (USFWS)  Standardized  Recommendations  for 
Protection  of  the  San  Joaquin  Kit  Fox  Prior  to  or  During  Ground 
Disturbance  (USFWS,  1997a),  or  more  current  avoidance  protocols. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Pre-construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
coordinate  mitigation 
requirements  for  disturbed 
habitats  with  the  Corps  and 
CDFG  and  shall  submit  any 
required  reports  to  these 
agencies.  Additional 
requirements  may  be  added  by 
the  USFWS  as  part  of  permit 
requirements. 


Monitoring:  A  survey  for 
burrowing  owls  shall  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with 
protocol  in  "Staff  Report  on 
Burrowing  Owl  Mitigation" 
(CDFG,  1995).  A  survey  for 
San  Joaquin  kit  fox  shall  be 
conducted  in  accordance  with 
protocol  in  "Standardized 
Recommendations  for 
Protection  of  the  San  Joaquin 
Kit  Fox  Prior  to  or  During 
Ground  Disturbance"  (USFWS, 
1997a)  or  more  current 
avoidance  protocols. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  if  no 
habitat  for  burrowing  owls  or 
San  Joaquin  kit  fox  is  identified 
during  surveys  and  upon 
receipt  of  survey  report  by  the 
SFPUC.  If  owls  are  detected 
during  surveys,  occupied 
burrows  shall  not  be  disturbed, 
and  Mitigation  Measure  C-3 
would  be  implemented. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  h  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 


Mitigation  Measure  C-3:  If  occupied  burrowing  owl  habitat  is 
detected  on  or  adjacent  to  the  Tesla  Portal  site,  measures  to  avoid, 
minimize,  or  mitigate  impacts  to  burrowing  owls  shall  be 
incorporated  into  the  project.  Such  measures  include  the  following: 

Mitigation  Measure  C-3a:  Sensitive  areas  shall  be  established 
around  the  occupied  burrows  where  no  disturbance  may  occur. 
During  the  nonbreeding  season  (September  1  tlirough  January  31), 
the  sensitive  areas  shall  extend  160  feet  around  the  occupied 
burrows.  During  the  breeding  season  (February  1  through 
August  31),  sensitive  areas  shall  extend  250  feet  around  occupied 
burrows. 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
prepare  reports  describing  the 
results  of  the  surveys  and 
submit  them  to  the  SFPUC  and 
to  the  CDFG  and  USFWS  as 
necessary. 


Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  would  identify  and 
flag  sensitive  areas,  and  a 
qualified  biologist  shall  provide 
regular  on-site  inspection  to 
ensure  recommendations  of 
survey  results  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  measures  in 
protecting  burrowing  owl 
habitat. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  construction 
activities  in  the  vicinity  of 
burrowing  owl  habitat; 
completion  of  the  monitoring 
report;  and  approval  as 
necessary  by  the  CDFG. 
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MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued)        '  ' 

Mitigation  Measure  C-3b:  If  tiie  above  avoidance  requirements 
cannot  be  met,  passive  relocation  of  on-site  owls  may  be 
implemented  as  an  alternative,  but  only  during  the  nonbreeding 
season.  Passive  relocation  shall  be  accomplished  by  installing  one- 
way doors  on  the  entrances  of  burrows  located  within  160  feet  of 
the  project  site.  The  one-way  doors  shall  be  left  in  place  for 
48  hours  to  ensure  that  the  owls  have  left  the  burrows. 


Mitigation  Measure  C-3c:  For  each  burrow  that  may  be  excavated 
by  project  construction,  one  alternate  unoccupied,  natural  or 
artificial  burrow  shall  be  provided  outside  of  the  160-foot  buffer 
zone.  The  alternate  burrows  shall  be  monitored  daily  for  one  week 
to  confirm  that  owls  have  moved  and  acclimated. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Construction  phase, 
only  during 
September  1  through 
January  3 1  (the 
nonbreeding  season) 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  would  be  responsible 
for  passive  relocation  of  owls 
and  installation  of  artificial 
burrows. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
notify  the  CDFG  prior  to 
relocating  owls.  The  biologist 
shall  prepare  a  report  citing 
evidence  of  successful 
relocation  and  submit  it  to  the 
SFPUC  and  CDFG  as. 
necessary. 

Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  daily 
monitoring  of  alternate 
unoccupied,  natural,  or 
artificial  burrows  for  a  period 
of  one  week. 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
the  monitoring  of  alternate 
burrows  and  submit  it  to  the 
SFPUC  and  CDFG  as 
necessary. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  when 
owls  are  relocated,  or  when  the 
breeding  season  ends  and,  if 
applicable,  upon  receipt  of 
CDFG  approval  by  the  SFPUC. 


Considered  complete  when 
alternate  unoccupied,  natural, 
or  artificial  burrows  have  been 
constructed,  monitored  for  one 
week,  determined  to  be 
adequate  by  a  qualified 
biologist,  and  upon  receipt  by 
the  SFPUC  of  the  monitoring 
report. 
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TABLE  1 :  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITOIUNG  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  C-3d:  Burrows  within  the  construction  area 
shall  be  excavated  using  hand  tools,  under  the  supervision  of  a 
biological  monitor,  and  llien  refilled  to  prevent  reoccupation.  If  any 
burrowing  owls  are  discovered  during  excavation,  the  excavation 
shall  cease  and  the  owl  allowed  to  escape.  Excavation  may  be 
completed  when  the  biological  monitor  confirms  that  the  burrow  is 
empty. 


Mitigation  Measure  C-3e:  Concurrently  with  the  San  Joaquin  kit 
fox  education  program  (see  Measure  C-4g,  below),  a  qualified 
biologist  shall  provide  information  on  the  burrowing  owl  to 
contractors,  their  employees,  and  agency  personnel  involved  in  the 
project,  including  the  following:  a  description  of  the  burrowing  owl 
and  its  habitat  needs;  its  occurrence  in  the  project  area;  and 
measures  being  taken  to  reduce  impacts  to  the  species  during  project 
construction  and  implementation. 


Mitigation  Measure  C-4:  Measures  to  avoid,  minimize,  or  mitigate 
impacts  to  kit  foxes  at  the  Tesla  Portal  site  shall  be  incorporated 
into  the  project.  Such  measures  would  be  derived  from  the  USFWS 
Standardized  Measures  (USFWS,  1997)  and  would  include,  at  a 
minimum,  the  following  conditions: 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Construction  phase 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
qualified  biologist 


Before  construction 
begins  and  during 
construction 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  burrowing  owl 
protection  measures. 

Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  bunowing  owl 
protection  measures. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  construction  in 
the  vicinity  of  burrowing  owl 
habitat;  completion  of  the 
monitoring  report;  and 
approval  as  necessary  by  the 
CDFG. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  employee 
education  program;  completion 
of  construction  in  the  vicinity  ^ 
of  burrowing  owl  habitat; 
completion  of  the  monitoring 
report;  and  approval  as 
necessary  by  the  CDFG. 
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MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  C-4a:  Upon  informal  consultation  with  the 
Sacramento  field  office  of  the  USFWS,  a  preconstruction  survey 
shall  be  conducted  for  the  San  Joaquin  kit  fox  in  and  surrounding 
the  project  site.  The  survey  for  potential  kit  fox  dens  would  be 
performed  by  a  qualified  biologist  14-30  days  prior  to  the 
commencement  of  construction  activities.  All  identified  potential 
dens  shall  be  monitored  for  evidence  of  kit  fox  use  by  placing  a 
tracking  medium  at  den  entrances  and  monitoring  for  at  least  three 
consecutive  nights.  If  no  activity  is  detected  at  these  dens,  they  may 
be  closed  (with  prior  concurrence  from  the  USFWS). 


Mitigation  Measure  C-4b:  If  a  den  is  determined  to  be  occupied, 
den  closure  activities  shall  immediately  be  halted  and  the  USFWS 
contacted.  Mitigation  measures  for  impacts  to  the  den  may  include 
seasonal  limitations  on  project  construction  at  the  site  (i.e., 
restricting  the  construction  period  to  avoid  the  spring-summer 
pupping  season). 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist,  in 
consultation  with 
USFWS 


Mitigation  Schedule 


14-30  days  prior  to 
commencement  of 
construction  activities 


SFPUC,  in 
consultation  with 
USFWS 


14-30  days  prior  to 
commencement  of 
construction  activities 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  surveys 
for  San  Joaquin  kit  fox  and 
potential  dens  (see  also 
Measure  C-2).  All  identified 
potential  dens  shall  be 
monitored  for  at  least  three 
consecutive  nights  for  evidence 
of  kit  fox  use. 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
prepare  a  report  describing  the 
results  of  the  surveys  and 
submit  it  to  the  SFPUC  and  to 
the  USFWS  as  necessary. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  In  the  event  that  an 
active  kit  fox  den  is  identified, 
surveys  and  den  closure 
activities  shall  be  immediately 
halted  and  the  SFPUC  shall 
contact  the  USFWS  before 
further  action  is  taken. 


Status/Date  Completed 


If  no  activity  is  detected  at 
these  dens,  they  may  be  closed 
(with  prior  concurrence  from 
the  USFWS),  and  no  further 
action  would  be  required. 

Considered  complete  upon 
receipt  of  the  survey  report  by 
the  SFPUC  and  receipt  of 
concurrence  from  the  USFWS. 


If  a  den  is  determined  to  be 
occupied,  den  closure  activities 
shall  immediately  be  halted  and 
the  USFWS  contacted. 
Considered  complete  when  the 
kit  fox  passively  vacates  the 
site,  when  the  USFWS  concurs 
that  no  further  impacts  would 
occur  due  to  site  activities,  and 
upon  receipt  of  USFWS 
verification  by  the  SFPUC. 
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TABLE  1 :  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  tlie  Tcsla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  C-4c:  To  minimize  the  possibility  for  inadvertent 
kit  fox  mortality,  project-related  vehicles  shall  observe  a  maximum 
20-mile-per-hour  speed  limit  on  private  roads  near  the  Tesla  Portal 
site.  To  the  extent  possible,  nighttime  construction  shall  be 
minimized  at  this  site.  Off-road  traffic  outside  the  designated  project 
area  shall  be  prohibited  in  areas  that  provide  kit  fox  habitat. 


Mitigation  Measure  C-4d:  To  prevent  accidental  entrapment  of  kit 
fox  or  other  animals  during  construction,  all  excavated  or  deep- 
walled  holes  or  trenches  greater  than  2  feet  deep  shall  be  covered  at 
the  end  of  each  workday  by  plywood  or  similar  materials,  or 
provided  with  escape  routes  constructed  of  earth  fill  or  wooden 
planks.  Before  such  holes  arc  fdled  they  shall  be  thoroughly 
inspected  for  trapped  animals.  If  trapped  animals  are  discovered,  a 
qualified  biologist  shall  be  consulted  regarding  release  procedures. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  These  topics  shall 
be  covered  in  the  employee 
education  program  (see 
Measure  C-4g),  and  the 
construction  contractor  shall 
provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  measures 
are  effectively  implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 

Monitoring:  This  topic  shall  be 
covered  in  the  employee 
education  program,  and  the 
construction  contractor  shall 
provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  measures 
arc  effectively  implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarteriy  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  kit  fox 
protection  measures. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
fmalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report. 


Considered  complete  upon 
fmalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report. 
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TABLE  1:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  tlie  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  C-4e:  All  food-related  trash  items  such  as  SFPUC  and 

wrappers,  cans,  bottles,  and  food  scraps  shall  be  disposed  of  in  construction 
closed  containers  and  removed  at  least  once  a  week  from  the  project  contractor 
site. 


Mitigation  Schedule 


At  least  weekly  during 
construction  phase 


Mitigation  Measure  C-4f:  To  prevent  harassment,  mortality  of  kit  SFPUC  and 
foxes,  or  destruction  of  dens,  no  pets  shall  be  allowed  on  the  project  construction 
site.  contractor 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  This  topic  shall  be 
covered  in  the  employee 
education  program  (see 
Measure  C-4g),  and  the 
construction  contractor  shall 
provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  measures 
are  effectively  implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 

Monitoring:  This  topic  shall  be 
covered  in  the  employee 
education  program  (see 
Measure  C-4g),  and  the 
construction  contractor  shall 
provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  measures 
are  effectively  implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  repwrt. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  1:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tcsia  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  C-4g:  An  employee  education  program  shall  be 
conducted  for  tlie  project  to  explain  endangered  species  concerns  to 
contractors,  their  employees,  and  agency  personnel  involved  in  the 
project.  The  program  shall  consist  of  a  brief  presentation  by  persons 
knowledgeable  in  kit  fox  biology  and  legislative  protection  and  shall 
include  the  following:  a  description  of  the  San  Joaquin  kit  fox  and  its 
habitat  needs;  the  occurrence  of  kit  fox  in  the  project  area;  status  of 
the  species  and  its  protection  under  the  state  and  federal  endangered 
species  acts;  legal  provisions  for  violating  state  and  federal  species- 
protection  laws;  and  measures  being  taken  to  reduce  impacts  to  the 
species  during  project  construction  and  implementation.  A  fact  sheet 
conveying  tliis  information  shall  be  prepared  for  distribution  to  the 
above-mentioned  people  and  anyone  else  who  may  enter  the  project 
site. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
qualified  biologist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Before  construction 
begins  and  during 
construction 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  following 
presentation  of  an  employee 
education  program  and  upon 
completion  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report. 


CULTURAL  RESOURCES 

Construction  Impacts  to  Archaeoloeical  Resources 

Mitigation  Measure  G-1:  In  the  event  of  an  inadvertent  discovery 
of  a  cultural  resource  during  construction  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  work 
within  25  feet  of  the  find  shall  be  stopped  and  a  professional 
archaeologist  shall  be  contacted  to  evaluate  cultural  resources  and  to 
determine  appropriate  treatment.  The  contractor  shall  comply  with 
the  recommendations  of  the  archaeologist  before  resuming 
construction. 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
professional 
archaeologist 


Construction  phase 


Monitoring:  Depending  on 
recommendations  of  the 
archaeologist,  if  any,  on-site 
monitoring  of  all  site 
excavation  may  be  required  by 
a  qualified  archaeologist. 

Reporting:  The  archaeologist 
shall  submit  a  written  report  to 
the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  and  SFPUC  with 
the  results  of  the  pre- 
excavation  testing. 


If  required,  monitoring  is 
considered  complete  upon 
receipt  of  the  final  report  of 
archaeologist  by  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Department 
and  appropriate  distribution  of 
report  to  the  President  of  the 
Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  and  the 
California  Historical  Resources 
Information  System,  Northwest 
Information  Center,  Sonoma 
State  University,  Rohnert  Park. 
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TABLE  1:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


GEOLOGY  AND  SEISMICITY 
Seismic  Hazard-Ground  Rupture 

Mitigation  Measure  H-2:  The  project  sponsor  shall  ensure  that 
more  extensive  review  and  analyses,  along  with  geomorphic 
reconnaissance  and  mapping,  aerial  photograph  interpretations, 
borings,  seismic  surveys,  and  trenching,  are  conducted  to  define  the 
San  Joaquin  fault  and  the  potential  magnitude  of  deformation  within 
the  proposed  construction  areas  at  the  Tesla  Portal.  None  of  the 
proposed  project  components  shall  be  constructed  within  an  area 
where  ground  rupture  would  be  expected.  The  final  determination 
shall  be  made  by  the  permitting  agency  that  reviews  the 
geotechnical  information  to  ensure  that  the  potential  for  ground 
rupture  has  been  adequately  addressed. 

Mitigation  Measure  H-3:  Geotechnical  investigations  have  been 
conducted  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda 
West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites  to  estimate  the  degree  of  ground  shaking 
that  could  be  expected  in  the  event  of  the  controlling  seismic  event 
that  could  affect  the  proposed  project  site.  On  the  basis  of  the  results 
of  each  of  these  investigations,  appropriate  seismic  design  criteria 
from  the  Uniform  Building  Code  have  been  identified  on  the  basis  of 
soil  type,  magnitude  of  the  controlling  seismic  event,  slip  rate  of  the 
nearest  fault,  and  distance  to  the  nearest  fault.  The  SFPUC  shall 
ensure  that  similar  investigations  are  conducted  for  the  Alameda  East 
Portal  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  For  each  site,  the 
recommendations  regarding  Uniform  Building  Code  seismic  design 
criteria  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  final  design  of  the  project,  which 
would  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  local  permitting  agency 
responsible  for  issuing  building  permits. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design  phase 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
results  of  a  seismic  fault 
investigation  at  the  project  site. 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
final  geotechnical 
investigations  at  the  project 
site. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final  seismic 
report  and  incorporation  of 
report  recommendations  into 
final  project  design. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
geotechnical  report  and 
incorporation  of  report 
recommendations  into  final 
project  design. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  1 :  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


GEOLOGY  AND  SEISMICITY  (continued) 
Unstable  Cut-and-Fill  Slopes 

Mitigation  Measure  H-4:  An  investigation  to  determine  the  safe 
inclination  of  the  cut  or  fill  slope,  based  on  the  facility  to  be 
constructed,  the  geologic  materials  involved,  and  the  height  of  the 
cut  or  fill,  has  already  been  conducted  at  the  Tesla  Portal.  The 
project  sponsor  shall  incoiporate  into  contract  documents  the 
requirement  that  the  construction  contractor  follow  the  geotechnical 
engineer's  recommendations  to  maintain  stability  of  all  temporary 
or  permanent  cut-and-fill  slopes,  which  could  require  construction 
of  a  retaining  wall. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
final  geotechnical 
investigations  at  the  project 
site. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
geotechnical  report  and 
incorporation  of  report 
recommendations  for 
maintaining  stability  of  all 
temporary  and  permanent  cut- 
and-fill  slopes  into  final  project 
design. 


AIR  QUALITY 

Construction  Air  Quality  Impacts 

The  following  measures  for  mitigating  emissions  of  air  pollutants 
during  project  construction,  required  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  proposed 
project  as  construction  specifications.  These  basic  and  enhanced 
control  measures  for  construction  emissions  of  fine  particulate 
matter  shall  be  implemented  as  necessary,  depending  on  weather 
conditions: 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  1:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AIR  QUALITY  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  L-1:  Water  all  active  construction  sites  at  least 
twice  daily,  and  more  often  on  days  when  winds  exceed  10  to  15 
miles  per  hour. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-2:  Cover  all  trucks  hauling  soil,  sand,  and 
other  loose  materials  or  maintain  at  least  2  feet  of  freeboard  in 
trucks  hauling  such  materials. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-3:  Pave,  apply  water  three  times  daily,  or 
apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  on  all  unpaved  access  roads,  parking 
areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-4:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  all  paved 
access  roads,  parking  areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites 
on  a  daily  basis. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-5:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  streets 
adjacent  to  construction  sites  daily  if  visible  soil  material  is  carried 
onto  adjacent  public  streets. 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES  : 
Construction  Disruption  to  Services 

Mitigation  Measure  M-I:  The  SFPUC  shall  coordinate  its  planning 
and  design  efforts  with  other  utilities.  Affected  utilities  shall  be 
consulted  early  in  the  process  so  that  utility  lines  can  be  identified 
and  avoided.  If  avoidance  is  not  possible  and  relocation  of  any 
utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected  agency  would 
mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility  prior  to  project 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


SFPUC 


Mitigation  Schedule 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Constmction  phase 
Construction  phase 


Design,  pre- 
construction,  and 
possibly  construction 
phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Status/Date  Completed 


Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  insf)ection  to  ensure  no 
utilities  are  disrupted  during 
constmction. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  constmction  (if  . 
no  utilities  are  affected),  or  (if 
utilities  are  disrapled  or 
relocated),  upon  approval  by 
affected  utility  agencies 
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TABLE  1:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Tesla  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES  (continued) 

construction.  If  avoidance  of  other  utilities'  lines  is  not  possible 
and  relocation  of  any  utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the 
affected  agency  would  mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the 
facility  prior  to  project  construction. 


Mitigation  Measure  M-2:  To  minimize  delays  in  emergency 
response  during  project  construction,  all  potentially  affected  police, 
fire  protection,  and  ambulance  services  shall  be  notified  in  advance 
of  the  times,  duration,  and  location  of  construction  activities 
throughout  the  project's  construction  process.  This  measure  shall 
be  included  in  construction  specifications. 


SFPUC 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  Tlie  SFPUC  shall 
submit  copies  of  the  design 
specifications  at  each  site  to 
potentially  affected  utility 
agencies  to  coordinate 
avoidance  or  relocation  of  any 
affected  utilities. 

During  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarterly 
monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
notify  in  writing  all  potentially 
affected  police,  fire  protection, 
and  ambulance  service  providers 
in  advance  of  the  times, 
duration,  and  location  of 
construction  activities. 


Status/Date  Completed 


following  relocation  or  other 
required  measures. 


Considered  complete  upon 
submittal  of  notification  to 
affected  service  providers  and 
at  the  completion  of 
construction. 
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TABLE  2:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


Responsibility  for 

Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 

Wetland  Impacts  '  ' 

Mitigation  Measure  C-Ia:  A  wetland  delineation  shall  be 
performed,  by  a  qualified  biologist,  of  all  indicated  "waters  of  the 
U.S.,"  including  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water  resources,  to  map 
and  identify  wetland  acreage  in  the  project  area  and  to  serve  as  a 
basis  for  avoidance  or  permitting  (see  C-lb.  below).  The 
delineation  shall  be  conducted  prior  to  any  construction  within  or 
adjacent  to  potential  jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
resources,  such  as  runoffs,  seasonal  ponding  areas,  permanent 
ponded  areas,  and  stream  segments.  If  wetlands  and  nonwetland 
water  sources  are  determined  to  be  nonjurisdictional  upon 
completion  of  a  delineation,  then  no  further  mitigation  would  be 
necessary. 

Mitigation  Measure  C-lb:  Upon  verification  of  a  wetland  delineation,    SFPUC  in 

if  wetlands  or  nonwetland  water  sources  are  determined  to  be  coordination  with 

jurisdictional  by  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game  CDFG  and/or  Corps 

(CDFG)  and/or  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (Corps),  project 

facilities  would  be  sited  to  avoid  these  areas,  if  possible. 


Design  phase 


Design  phase 


Mitigation  Measure  C-lc:  If  complete  wetland  avoidance  is  not 
possible,  a  permit  shall  be  obtained  from  the  Corps;  a  Regional  Water 
Quality  Control  Board  (RWQCB)  waiver/certification  shall  be 
acquired  from  the  local  RWQCB  proponent;  and  a  Streambed 
Alteration  Agreement  (SAA)  shall  be  negotiated  with  the  CDFG 


SFPUC 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
prepare  a  report  describing  the 
results  of  the  wetland 
delineation  and  submit  it  to  the 
SFPUC.  The  wetland 
delineation  report  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Corps  for 
verification  if  potentially 
jurisdictional  wetlands  are 
identified. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  documentation  to 
verify  that  project  facilities  are 
sited  to  avoid  jurisdictional 
wetlands,  and  if  necessary, 
submit  documentation  to  the 
Corps. 

Monitoring:  As  applicable,  the 
SFPUC  and/or  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  ongoing 
monitoring  of  wetland  areas 
during  construction  in 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  if 
wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
sources  are  determined  to  be 
nonjurisdictional.  Otherwise, 
Mitigation  Measure  C-lb  shall 
be  implemented. 


Considered  complete  if  project 
facilities  can  be  sited  to  avoid 
jurisdictional  wetland  areas  and 
approved  by  the  Corps  as 
necessary.  Otherwise, 
Mitigation  Measure  C-lc  shall 
be  implemented. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  permit 
requirements;  completion  of 
the  final  construction 
monitoring  repwrt;  and  final 
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TABLE  2:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

under  Section  1601  of  the  Fish  and  Game  Code  for  temporary  or 
permanent  construction  within  a  jurisdictional  wetland  or  water- 
related  feature.  In  general,  for  projects  that  are  substantially  similar  in 
nature  and/or  have  minimal  individual  or  cumulative  adverse  effects 
on  waters  of  the  U.S.  and  comply  with  Nationwide  permit  conditions, 
a  Nationwide  404  permit  would  be  filed  and  the  Corps  notified, 
depending  on  the  type  of  permit.  Typically,  projects  of  this  nature 
would  be  permitted  by  the  Corps  under  Nationwide  Permit  No.  12, 
Utility  Line  Bedding  and  Backfill,  and  No.  1 8,  Minor  Discharges. 
The  more  "general  use"  permit.  No.  26,  might  also  be  appropriate.' 


Mitigation  Measure  C-ld:  If  the  amount  of  habitat  affected  exceeds 
the  minimum  threshold  established  for  tlic  permit,  habitat  shall  be 
replaced  (including  jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
resources)  at  a  3: 1  ratio,  or  at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the 
Corps  and  CDFG  and  required  as  a  condition  of  the  aforementioned 
permits.  Replacement  habitat  shall  be  comparable  to  habitat 
affected  by  the  project  (e.g.,  freshwater  marsh  would  be  mitigated 
by  creation  of  a  freshwater  marsh,  not  annual  grasslands).  The 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  in 
coordination  with 
Corps  and  CDFG 


Design  and  post- 
construction 

Plan  implementation 
and  monitoring  may 
take  more  than  five 
years. 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility  


accordance  with  permit 
requirements. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
obtain  appropriate  permits  from 
the  CDFG,  Corps,  and 
RWQCB  for  permanent  or 
temporary  construction  impacts 
to  jurisdictional  wetland 
features  and  shall  submit  any 
required  reports  to  tlicse 
agencies.  During  construction, 
the  SFPUC  shall  prepare 
quarterly  monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  wetland 
protection  measures. 

Monitoring:  Habitats  that  are 
created  and/or  enhanced  as 
compensation  for  disturbed 
wetlands  would  be  monitored 
annually  to  ensure  adequate 
performance  in  accordance 
with  permit  requirements. 


Status/Date  Completed 


approval  as  necessary  by  the 
Corps.  CDFG,  and  RWQCB. 


Considered  complete  upon 
approval  by  the  Corps  and 
CDFG  of  the  wetland 
mitigation  plan  and  satisfactory 
establishment  of  replacement 
habitats. 


'  Or.  March  9, 2000,  the  Corps  issued  5  new  Nationwide  Permits  (NWPs)  and  modified  6  NWPs  to  replace  NWP  26.  which  expired  on  June  5. 2000.  Most  new  NWPs  reqmre  submis^ 

notification  for  discharges  of  dredged  or  fill  material  that  result  in  the  loss  of  greater  than  1/10  acre  of  waters  of  the  U.S.  The  maximum  acreage  limits  for  most  of  the  new  and  modified  NWPs  is  1/2  acre. 


2-2 


November  28.  2000 


Hetch  Hctchy  Water  Treatment  Project-Chloramine  Conversion 
File  No.  1998.898E 
Motion  No.:  16010 
Exhibit  2 


EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  2:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

preferable  location  for  on-site  habitat  replacement  would  be  within 
the  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  watershed.  Temporary  impacts  shall 
be  similarly  mitigated.  The  project  shall  strictly  adhere  to  a  "no  net 
loss"  wetlands  policy. 


Nesting  Raptors  and  Passerine  Bird  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-9:  Tree  and  brush  removal  at  the  project  site 
shall  be  avoided  during  the  nesting  season  (March  1  through 
August  15),  or  the  site  shall  be  surveyed  by  a  qualified  biologist  to 
verify  the  absence  of  breeding  birds. 

Initial  site  clearing  shall  also  occur  outside  of  the  nesting  season 
(March  I  through  August  15).  If  clearing  within  the  project  area  is 
to  occur  during  the  nesting  season,  a  general  survey  for  raptors, 
passerines,  and  their  nests  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified 
biologist  prior  to  constraction  to  verify  bird  absence.  If  the  survey 
indicates  the  potential  presence  of  nesting  raptors  or  passerines,  the 
results  would  be  coordinated  with  the  Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG, 
and  suitable  avoidance  measures  would  be  developed.  Construction 
activities  shall  observe  CDFG  avoidance  guidelines,  which  are  a 
minimum  500-foot  buffer  zone  surrounding  active  raptor  nests  and  a 
250-foot  buffer  zone  surrounding  nests  of  other  birds. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
qualified  biologist 


Pre-construction  and 
construction  phases, 
with  attention  to  the 
nesting  season 
(March  1  through 
August  15) 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
coordinate  mitigation 
requirements  for  disturbed 
habitats  with  the  Corps  and 
CDFG  and  shall  submit  any 
required  reports  to  these 
agencies.  Additional 
requirements  may  be  added  by 
the  USFWS  as  part  of  permit 
requirements. 


Monitoring:  If  site  clearing 
work  occurs  during  the  nesting 
season,  a  qualified  biologist 
shall  conduct  surveys  prior  to 
tree^rush  removal  or  initial 
site  clearance  to  verify  bird 
absence.  The  construction 
contractor  and/or  qualified 
biologist  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
submit  a  report  of  survey 
results  to  the  SFPUC  and  the 
CDFG  as  appropriate.  If  the 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  if  work  is 
proposed  outside  the  nesting 
season  for  raptors  and 
passerines;  or  if  surveys 
produce  negative  results, 
considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  survey  report.  If 
surveys  indicate  that  protected 
nesting  birds  are  present, 
considered  complete  when 
CDFG  concurs  with  or 
approves  species  avoidance 
measures  (adopted  on  a  site-by- 
site  basis),  upon  completion  of 
construction  activities  requiring 
avoidance  measures,  and  upon 
completion  of  monitoring 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  2:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


Responsibility  for 

Implementation        Mitigation  Sciicdule 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 


CULTURAL  RESOURCES 

Construction  Impacts  to  Archaeological  Resources 

Mitigation  Measure  G- 1 :  In  the  event  of  an  inadvertent  discovery 
of  a  cultural  resource  during  construction  at  the  San  Antonio  Pump 
Station  site,  work  within  25  feet  of  the  find  shall  be  stopped  and  a 
professional  archaeologist  shall  be  contacted  to  evaluate  cultural 
resources  and  to  determine  appropriate  treatment.  Tlie  contractor 
shall  comply  with  the  recommendations  of  the  archaeologist  before 
resuming  constmction. 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
professional 
archaeologist 


Constmction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


survey  indicates  the  potential 
presence  of  nesting  raptors  or 
protected  passerines,  the  results 
would  be  coordinated  with  the 
Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG, 
and  suitable  avoidance 
measures  would  be  developed. 
If  necessary,  during 
constmction,  the  SIT'UC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  avoidance 
measures. 


Monitoring:  Depending  on 
recommendations  of  the 
archaeologist,  if  any,  on-site 
monitoring  of  all  site 
excavation  may  be  required  by 
a  qualified  archaeologist. 

Reporting:  The  archaeologist 
shall  submit  a  written  report  to 
the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  and  SFPUC  with 
the  results  of  the  pre-excavation 
testing. 


Status/Date  Completed 


report  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  avoidance 
measures. 


If  monitoring  is  required, 
considered  complete  upon 
receipt  of  the  final  report  of 
archaeologist  by  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Department 
and  appropriate  distribution  of 
report  to  the  President  of  the 
Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  and  tlie 
California  Historical  Resources 
Information  System,  Northwest 
Information  Center,  Sonoma 
State  University,  Rohnert  Park. 
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TABLE  2:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Site 

 MONITORING  PROGRAM  

Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as  Responsibility  for  Monitoring/Reporting 
 Conditions  of  Approval   Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule  Responsibility  Status/Date  Completed 

GEOLOGY  AND  SEISMICITY 
Seismic  Hazard-Ground  Rupture 

Mitigation  Measure  H-1:  The  SFPUC  shall  ensure  that  a  fault 
investigation  is  conducted  at  each  of  the  facilities  within  an  Alquist- 
Priolo  Earthquake  Fault  Zone.  Fault  investigations  have  been 
conducted  at  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  site.  Review  of  the 
fault  investigations  and  the  proposed  locations  of  any  new  facilities 
by  the  local  regulatory  agency  responsible  for  issuing  building 
permits  would  ensure  that  none  of  the  project  components  would  be 
constructed  within  50  feet  of  an  active  fault  trace. 

Seismic  Hazard-Ground  Shaking 

Mitigation  Measure  H-3:  Geotechnical  investigations  have  been 
conducted  at  the  Tesia  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda 
West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites  to  estimate  the  degree  of  ground  shaking 
that  could  be  expected  in  the  event  of  the  controlling  seismic  event 
that  could  affect  the  proposed  project  site.  On  the  basis  of  the  results 
of  each  of  these  investigations,  appropriate  seismic  design  criteria 
from  the  Uniform  Building  Code  have  been  identified  on  the  basis  of 
soil  type,  magnitude  of  the  controlling  seismic  event,  slip  rate  of  the 
nearest  fault,  and  distance  to  the  nearest  fault.  The  SFPUC  shall 
ensure  that  similar  investigations  are  conducted  for  the  Alameda  East 
Portal  and  Hairy  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  For  each  site,  the 
recommendations  regarding  Uniform  Building  Code  seismic  design 
criteria  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  final  design  of  the  project,  which 
would  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  local  permitting  agency 
responsible  for  issuing  building  permits. 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
results  of  a  seismic  fault 
investigation  at  the  project  site. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final  seismic 
report  and  incorporation  of 
report  recommendations  into 
final  project  design. 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
final  geotechnical 
investigations  at  the  project 
site. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
geotechnical  report  and 
incorporation  of  report 
recommendations  into  final 
project  design. 


2-5 


November  28, 2000  <  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project-Chloramine  Conversion 

File  No.  1998.898E 
Motion  No.:  16010 
Exhibit  2 


EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  2:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AIR  QUALITY 

Construction  Air  Quality  Impacts 

The  following  measures  for  mitigating  emissions  of  air  pollutants 
during  project  constmction,  required  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  proposed 
project  as  construction  specifications.  These  basic  and  enhanced 
control  measures  for  construction  emissions  of  fine  particulate 
matter  shall  be  implemented  as  necessary,  depending  on  weadier 
conditions: 


Mitigation  Measure  L-1:  Water  all  active  construction  sites  at  least 
twice  daily,  and  more  often  on  days  when  winds  exceed  10  to  15 
miles  per  hour. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-2:  Cover  all  trucks  hauling  soil,  sand,  and 
other  loose  materials  or  maintain  at  least  2  feet  of  freeboard  in 
trucks  hauling  such  materials. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-3:  Pave,  apply  water  three  times  daily,  or 
apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  on  all  unpaved  access  roads,  parking 
areas,  and  staging  areas  at  constmction  sites. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  and 
constmction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
constmction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
constmction 
contractor 


Constmction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Constmction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Monitoring:  The  constmction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
constmction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Status/Date  Completed 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Considered  complete  upon 
fmalization  of  the  final 
constmction  monitoring  report. 
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TABLE  2:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AIR  QUALITY  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  L-4:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  all  paved 
access  roads,  parking  areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites 
on  a  daily  basis. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-5:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  streets 
adjacent  to  construction  sites  daily  if  visible  soil  material  is  carried 
onto  adjacent  public  streets. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Mitigation  Schedule 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Status/Date  Completed 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES 
Construction  Disruption  to  Services 

Mitigation  Measure  M-1:  The  SFPUC  shall  coordinate  its  planning 
and  design  efforts  with  other  utilities.  Affected  utilities  shall  be 
consulted  early  in  the  process  so  that  utility  lines  can  be  identified 
and  avoided.  If  avoidance  is  not  possible  and  relocation  of  any 
utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected  agency  would 
mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility  prior  to  project 
construction.  If  avoidance  of  other  utilities'  lines  is  not  possible  and 
relocation  of  any  utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected 
agency  would  mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility 
prior  to  project  constmction. 


SFPUC 


Design,  pre- 
construction,  and 
possibly  construction 
phases 


Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure  no 
utilities  are  disrupted  during 
construction. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
submit  copies  of  the  design 
specifications  at  each  site  to 
potentially  affected  utility 
agencies  to  coordinate 
avoidance  or  relocation  of  any 
affected  utilities. 

During  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarterly 
monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Considered  complete  upon 
completion  of  constmction  (if 
no  utilities  are  affected),  or  (if 
utilities  are  dismpted  or 
relocated),  upon  approval  by 
affected  utility  agencies 
following  relocation  or  other 
required  measures. 


November  28. 2000 


Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project— Chloramine  Conversion 
File  No.  1998.898E 
Motion  No.:  16010 
Exhibit  2 


EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 

TABLE  2:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  San  Antonio  Pump  Station  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  M-2:  To  minimize  delays  in  emergency 
response  during  project  construction,  all  potentially  affected  police, 
fire  protection,  and  ambulance  services  shall  be  notified  in  advance 
of  the  times,  duration,  and  location  of  construction  activities 
throughout  the  project's  construction  process.  This  measure  shall 
be  included  in  construction  specifications. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
notify  in  writing  all  potentially 
affected  police,  fire  protection, 
and  ambulance  service  providers 
in  advance  of  the  times, 
duration,  and  location  of 
constmction  activities. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
submittal  of  notification  to 
affected  service  providers  and 
at  the  completion  of 
construction. 
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TABLE  3:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  East  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 
Wetland  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-la:  A  wetland  delineation  shall  be 
performed,  by  a  qualified  biologist,  of  all  indicated  "waters  of  the 
U.S.,"  including  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water  resources,  to  map 
and  identify  wetland  acreage  in  the  project  area  and  to  serve  as  a 
basis  for  avoidance  or  permitting  (see  C-lb,  below).  The 
delineation  shall  be  conducted  prior  to  any  construction  within  or 
adjacent  to  potential  jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
resources,  such  as  runoffs,  seasonal  ponding  areas,  permanent 
ponded  areas,  and  stream  segments.  If  wetlands  and  nonwefland 
water  sources  are  determined  to  be  nonjurisdictional  upon 
completion  of  a  delineation,  then  no  further  mitigation  would  be 
necessary. 

Mitigation  Measure  C-lb:  Upon  verification  of  a  wetland  delineation, 
if  wetlands  or  nonwedand  water  sources  are  determined  to  be 
jurisdictional  by  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
(CDFG)  and/or  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (Corps),  project 
facilities  would  be  sited  to  avoid  these  areas,  if  possible. 


Mitigation  Measure  C-lc:  If  complete  wetland  avoidance  is  not 
possible,  a  permit  shall  be  obtained  from  the  Corps;  a  Regional  Water 
Quality  Control  Board  (RWQCB)  waiver/certification  shall  be 
acquired  from  the  local  RWQCB  proponent;  and  a  Streambed 
Alteration  Agreement  (SAA)  shall  be  negotiated  with  the  CDFG 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design  phase 


SFPUC  in 
coordination  with 
CDFG  and/or  Corps 


Design  phase 


SFPUC 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
prepare  a  report  describing  the 
results  of  the  wetland 
delineation  and  submit  it  to  the 
SFPUC.  The  wetland 
delineation  report  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Corps  for 
verification  if  potentially 
jurisdictional  wetlands  are 
identified. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  documentation  to 
verify  that  project  facilities  are 
sited  to  avoid  jurisdictional 
wetlands,  and  if  necessary, 
submit  documentation  to  the 
Corps. 

Monitoring:  As  applicable,  the 
SFPUC  and/or  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  ongoing 
monitoring  of  wetland  areas 
during  construction  in 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  if 
wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
sources  are  determined  to  be 
nonjurisdictional.  Otherwise, 
Mitigation  Measure  C-lb  shall 
be  implemented. 


Considered  complete  if  project 
facilities  can  be  sited  to  avoid 
jurisdictional  wetland  areas  and 
approved  by  the  Corps  as 
necessary.  Otherwise, 
Mitigation  Measure  C-lc  shall 
be  implemented. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  permit 
requirements;  completion  of 
the  final  construction 
monitoring  report;  and  final 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  3:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  tlie  Alameda  East  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

under  Section  1601  of  the  Fish  and  Game  Code  for  temporary  or 
permanent  construction  within  a  jurisdictional  wetland  or  water- 
related  feature.  In  general,  for  projects  that  arc  substantially  similar  in 
nature  and/or  have  minimal  individual  or  cumulative  adverse  effects 
on  waters  of  the  U.S.  and  comply  with  Nationwide  permit  conditions, 
a  Nationwide  404  permit  would  be  filed  and  the  Corps  notified, 
depending  on  the  type  of  permit.  Typically,  projects  of  tliis  nature 
would  be  permitted  by  the  Corps  under  Nationwide  Permit  No.  12, 
Utility  Line  Bedding  and  Backfill,  and  No.  18,  Minor  Discharges. 
The  more  "general  use"  permit,  No.  26,  might  also  be  appropriate.' 


Mitigation  Measure  C-ld:  If  the  amount  of  habitat  affected  exceeds 
the  minimum  threshold  established  for  the  permit,  habitat  shall  be 
replaced  (including  jurisdictional  wedands  and  nonwctiand  water 
resources)  at  a  3: 1  ratio,  or  at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the 
Corps  and  CDFG  and  required  as  a  condition  of  the  aforementioned 
permits.  Replacement  habitat  shall  be  comparable  to  habitat 
affected  by  the  project  (e.g.,  freshwater  marsh  would  be  mitigated 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  in 
coordination  with 
Corps  and  CDFG 


Design  and  post- 
construction 

Plan  implementation 
and  monitoring  may 
take  more  than  five 
years. 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


accordance  with  permit 
requirements. 

Reporting:  Tlic  SFPUC  shall 
obtain  appropriate  permits  from 
the  CDFG,  Corps,  and 
RWQCB  for  permanent  or 
temporary  construction  impacts 
to  jurisdictional  wetland 
features  and  shall  submit  any 
required  reports  to  these 
agencies.  During  construction, 
the  SFPUC  shall  prepare 
quartcriy  monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  wedand 
protection  measures. 

Monitoring:  Habitats  that  are 
created  and/or  enhanced  as 
compensation  for  disturbed 
wetlands  would  be  monitored 
annually  to  ensure  adequate 
performance  in  accordance 
with  permit  requirements. 


Status/Date  Completed 


approval  as  necessary  by  the 
Corps,  CDFG,  and  RWQCB. 


Considered  complete  upon 
approval  by  the  Corps  and 
CDFG  of  the  wetland 
mitigation  plan  and  satisfactory 
establishment  of  replacement 
habitats. 


On  March  9, 2000,  the  Corps  issued  5  new  Nationwide  Permits  (NWPs)  and  modified  6  NWPs  to  replace  NWP  26,  which  expired  on  June  5,  2000.  Most  new  NWPs  require  submission  of  preconstruction 
notification  for  discharges  of  dredged  or  fill  material  Uiat  result  in  the  loss  of  greater  than  1/10  acre  of  waters  of  the  U.S.  'Hie  maximum  acreage  limits  for  most  of  the  new  and  modified  NWPs  is  1/2  acre. 
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TABLE  3:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  East  Portal  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

by  creation  of  a  freshwater  marsh,  not  annual  grasslands).  The 
preferable  location  for  on-site  habitat  replacement  would  be  within 
the  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  watershed.  Temporary  impacts  shall 
be  similarly  mitigated.  The  project  shall  strictly  adhere  to  a  "no  net 
loss"  wetlands  f)olicy. 


Nesting  Raptor  and  Passerine  Bird  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-9:  Tree  and  bmsh  removal  at  the  project  site 
shall  be  avoided  during  the  nesting  season  (March  1  through 
August  15),  or  the  site  shall  be  surveyed  by  a  qualified  biologist  to 
verify  the  absence  of  breeding  birds. 

Initial  site  clearing  shall  also  occur  outside  of  the  nesting  season 
(March  1  through  August  15).  If  clearing  within  the  project  area  is 
to  occur  during  the  nesting  season,  a  general  survey  for  raptors, 
passerines,  and  their  nests  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified 
biologist  prior  to  construction  to  verify  bird  absence.  If  the  survey 
indicates  the  potential  presence  of  nesting  raptors  or  passerines,  the 
results  would  be  coordinated  with  the  Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG, 
and  suitable  avoidance  measures  would  be  developed.  Construction 
activities  shall  observe  CDFG  avoidance  guidelines,  which  are  a 
minimum  500-foot  buffer  zone  surrounding  active  raptor  nests  and  a 
250-foot  buffer  zone  surrounding  nests  of  other  birds. 


MONITORING  PROGIiAM 


Responsibility  for 

Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
qualified  biologist 


Pre-construction  and 
construction  phases, 
with  attention  to  the 
nesting  season 
(March  1  through 
August  15) 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
coordinate  mitigation 
requirements  for  disturbed 
habitats  with  the  Corps  and 
CDFG  and  shall  submit  any 
required  reports  to  these 
agencies.  Additional 
requirements  may  be  added  by 
the  USFWS  as  part  of  permit 
requirements. 


Monitoring:  If  site  clearing 
work  occurs  during  the  nesting 
season,  a  qualified  biologist 
shall  conduct  surveys  prior  to 
tree/bmsh  removal  or  initial 
site  clearance  to  verify  bird 
absence.  The  construction 
contractor  and/or  qualified 
biologist  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
submit  a  report  of  survey 
results  to  the  SFPUC  and  the 
CDFG  as  appropriate.  If  the 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  if  work  is 
proposed  outside  the  nesting 
season  for  raptors  and 
passerines,  or  if  surveys 
produce  negative  results  and 
upon  completion  of  survey 
report.  If  surveys  indicate  that 
protected  nesting  birds  are 
present,  considered  complete 
when  CDFG  concurs  with 
species  avoidance  measures 
(adopted  on  a  site-by-site 
basis),  upon  completion  of 
construction  activities  requiring 
avoidance  measures,  and  upon 
completion  of  monitoring 
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TABLE  3:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  East  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 


CULTURAL  RESOURCES 

Construction  Impacts  to  Archaeological  Resources 

Mitigation  Measure  G-1:  In  the  event  of  an  inadvertent  discovery 
of  a  cultural  resource  during  construction  at  the  Alameda  East  Portal 
site,  work  within  25  feet  of  the  find  shall  be  stopped  and  a 
professional  archaeologist  shall  be  contacted  to  evaluate  cultural 
resources  and  to  determine  appropriate  treatment.  Tlie  contractor 
shall  comply  with  the  recommendations  of  the  archaeologist  before 
resuming  construction. 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor  and 
professional 
archaeologist 


Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


survey  indicates  the  potential 
presence  of  nesting  raptors  or 
protected  passerines,  the  results 
would  be  coordinated  with  the 
Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG, 
and  suitable  avoidance 
measures  would  be  developed. 
If  necessary,  during 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  avoidance 
measures. 


Monitoring:  Depending  on 
recommendations  of  the 
archaeologist,  if  any,  on-site 
monitoring  of  all  site 
excavation  may  be  required  by 
a  qualified  archaeologist. 

Reporting:  The  archaeologist 
shall  submit  a  written  report  to 
the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  and  SFPUC  with 
the  results  of  the  pre- 
excavation  testing. 


Status/Date  Completed 


report  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  avoidance 
measures. 


If  required,  monitoring  is 
considered  complete  upon 
receipt  of  the  final  report  of 
archaeologist  by  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Department 
and  appropriate  distribution  of 
report  to  the  President  of  the 
Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  and  the 
California  Historical  Resources 
Information  System,  Northwest 
Information  Center,  Sonoma 
State  University.  Rohnert  Park. 
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TABLE  3:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  East  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


GEOLOGY  AND  SEISMICITY 
Seismic  Hazard-Ground  Rupture 

Mitigation  Measure  H-1:  The  SFPUC  shall  ensure  that  a  fault 
investigation  is  conducted  at  each  of  the  facilities  within  an  Alquist- 
Priolo  Earthquake  Fault  Zone.  Review  of  the  fault  investigations 
and  the  proposed  locations  of  any  new  facilities  by  the  local 
regulatory  agency  responsible  for  issuing  building  permits  would 
ensure  that  none  of  the  project  components  would  be  constructed 
within  50  feet  of  an  active  fault  trace. 

Seismic  Hazard-Ground  Shaking 

Mitigation  Measure  H-3:  Geotechnical  investigations  have  been 
conducted  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda 
West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites  to  estimate  the  degree  of  ground  shaking 
that  could  be  expected  in  the  event  of  the  controlling  seismic  event 
that  could  affect  the  proposed  project  site.  On  the  basis  of  the  results 
of  each  of  these  investigations,  appropriate  seismic  design  criteria 
from  the  Uniform  Building  Code  have  been  identified  on  the  basis  of 
soil  type,  magnitude  of  the  controlling  seismic  event,  slip  rate  of  the 
nearest  fault,  and  distance  to  the  nearest  fault.  The  SFPUC  shall 
ensure  that  similar  investigations  are  conducted  for  the  Alameda  East 
Portal  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  For  each  site,  the 
recommendations  regarding  Uniform  Building  Code  seismic  design 
criteria  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  final  design  of  the  project,  which 
would  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  local  permitting  agency 
responsible  for  issuing  building  permits. 


Responsibility  for 

Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
results  of  a  seismic  fault 
investigation  at  the  project  site. 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
final  geotechnical 
investigations  at  the  project 
site. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final  seismic 
report  and  incorporation  of 
report  recommendations  into 
final  project  design. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
geotechnical  report  and 
incorporation  of  report 
recommendations  into  final 
project  design. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  3:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  East  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AIR  QUALITY 

Construction  Air  Quality  Impacts 

The  following  measures  for  mitigating  emissions  of  air  pollutants 
during  project  construction,  required  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  proposed 
project  as  construction  specifications.  These  basic  and  enhanced 
control  measures  for  construction  emissions  of  fine  particulate 
matter  shall  be  implemented  as  necessary,  depending  on  weather 
conditions: 


Mitigation  Measure  L-1:  Water  all  active  construction  sites  at  least 
twice  daily,  and  more  often  on  days  when  winds  exceed  10  to  15 
miles  per  hour. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-2:  Cover  all  trucks  hauling  soil,  sand,  and 
other  loose  materials  or  maintain  at  least  2  feet  of  freeboard  in 
trucks  hauling  such  materials. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-3:  Pave,  apply  water  three  times  daily,  or 
apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  on  all  unpaved  access  roads,  parking 
areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Constmction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Monitoring:  Tlie  constmction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Status/Date  Completed 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
constmction  monitoring  report. 
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TABLE  3:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  East  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AIR  QUALITY  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  L-4:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  all  paved 
access  roads,  parking  areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites 
on  a  daily  basis. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-5:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  streets 
adjacent  to  construction  sites  daily  if  visible  soil  material  is  carried 
onto  adjacent  public  streets. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Mitigation  Schedule 

Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Status/Date  Completed 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES  i 
Construction  Disruption  to  Services 

Mitigation  Measure  M-1:  The  SFPUC  shall  coordinate  its  planning 
and  design  efforts  with  other  utilities.  Affected  utilities  shall  be 
consulted  early  in  the  process  so  that  utility  lines  can  be  identified 
and  avoided.  If  avoidance  is  not  possible  and  relocation  of  any 
utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected  agency  would 
mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility  prior  to  project 
construction.  If  avoidance  of  other  utilities'  lines  is  not  possible  and 
relocation  of  any  utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected 
agency  would  mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility 
prior  to  project  construction. 


SFPUC 


Design,  pre- 
construction,  and 
possibly  construction 
phases 


Monitoring:  The  constmction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure  no 
utilities  are  dismpted  during 
construction. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
submit  copies  of  the  design 
specifications  at  each  site  to 
potentially  affected  utility 
agencies  to  coordinate 
avoidance  or  relocation  of  any 
affected  utilities. 

During  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarterly 
monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  constmction  (if 
no  utilities  are  affected),  or  (if 
utilities  are  dismpted  or 
relocated),  upon  approval  by 
affected  utility  agencies 
following  relocation  or  other 
required  measures. 
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TABLE  3:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  East  Portal  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  M-2:  To  minimize  delays  in  emergency 
response  during  project  construction,  all  potentially  affected  police, 
fire  protection,  and  ambulance  services  shall  be  notified  in  advance 
of  the  times,  duration,  and  location  of  construction  activities 
throughout  tlie  project's  construction  process.  This  measure  shall 
be  included  in  construction  specifications. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
notify  in  writing  all  potentially 
affected  police,  fire  protection, 
and  ambulance  service  providers 
in  advance  of  the  times, 
duration,  and  location  of 
construction  activities. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
submittal  of  notification  to 
affected  service  providers  and 
at  the  completion  of 
construction. 
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TABLE  4:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  West  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 
Special-Status  Species  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-5:  Implementation  of  the  following  measure 
would  reduce  or  eliminate  potential  "taking"  of  California  tiger 
salamander  as  a  direct  result  of  project  construction  at  the  Alameda 
West  Portal  site.  If  construction  activities  remain  within  the  fenced 
portion  of  the  Alameda  West  Portal  site,  then  no  mitigation 
measures  would  be  required  for  impacts  to  this  species. 

Mitigation  Measure  C-5a:  Preconstruction  surveys  within  48  hours 
prior  to  ground-disturbing  activity  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified 
biologist  widiin  the  pastureland  portion  of  the  site  and  a  200-foot 
buffer.  Surveys  shall  be  completed  for  adult  California  tiger 
salamander  and  aestivation  burrows  that  may  occur  within  the 
project  area.  If  no  burrows  are  detected  during  these  surveys,  then 
construction-related  activities  may  proceed.  If  adult  Califomia  tiger 
salamander  burrows  are  found  within  the  construction  disturbance 
zone,  they  shall  be  excavated  and  any  salamanders  passively 
displaced  from  the  area  of  disturbance.  Salamanders  would  be 
relocated  by  a  qualified  biologist  to  suitable  nearby  habitat  that 
would  not  be  affected  by  the  project  activities.  If  necessary  to 
prevent  animals  from  entering  the  site  (e.g.,  following  winter  and 
spring  rains),  silt  fencing  shall  be  constructed  around  the  perimeter 
of  the  site  using  t-posts.  The  fence  shall  be  partially  buried  with  dirt 
or  gravel  to  inhibit  salamander  movement.  ^ 


Responsibility  for 

Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
qualified  biologist 


Construction  phase: 
48  hours  prior  to 
ground-disturbing 
activity  and  prior  to 
rains,  and  possibly 
also  during 
construction. 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  surveys, 
within  the  pastureland  portion 
of  the  site  and  a  200-foot 
buffer,  for  adult  California  tiger 
salamander  and  aestivation 
burrows  that  may  occur  within 
the  project  area.  A  qualified 
biologist  with  the  appropriate 
CDFG  permit  shall  identify  and 
relocate  salamanders.  If  the 
surveys  detect  the  presence  of 
burrows,  then  a  qualified 
biologist  shall  excavate  the 
burrows,  relocate  any 
salamanders,  and  provide 
regular,  on-site  inspection  to 
ensure  measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  survey  and 
survey  report,  if  no  burrows  are 
detected  during  the  surveys.  If 
burrows  are  detected, 
considered  complete  upon 
excavation  of  all  potential 
burrows  and  relocation  of 
salamanders,  approval  as 
necessary  by  CDFG,  and 
completion  of  any  related 
monitoring  reports. 
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TABLE  4:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  West  Portal  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 


I  I 


Nesting  Raptor  and  Passerine  Bird  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-9:  Tree  and  brush  removal  at  the  project  site 
shall  be  avoided  during  the  nesting  season  (March  1  through 
August  15),  or  the  site  shall  be  surveyed  by  a  qualified  biologist  to 
verify  the  absence  of  breeding  birds. 

Initial  site  clearing  shall  also  occur  outside  of  the  nesting  season 
(March  1  through  August  15).  If  clearing  within  the  project  area  is 
to  occur  during  die  nesting  season,  a  general  survey  for  raptors, 
passerines,  and  their  nests  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified 
biologist  prior  to  construction  to  verify  bird  absence.  If  the  survey 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
qualified  biologist 


Pre-construction  and 
construction  phases, 
with  attention  to  the 
nesting  season 
(March  1  through 
August  15) 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
the  survey.  If  appropriate, 
CDFG  shall  be  notified  at  least 
24  hours  in  advance  of 
excavation  as  a  condition  of  tlie 
surveyor's  California  Scientific 
Collecting  Permit. 

If  silt  fencing  is  required,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quartcriy 
monitoring  reports  during  the 
consUiiction  period  to  document 
status  and  effectiveness  of 
salamander  protection  measures. 


Monitoring:  If  site  clearing 
work  occurs  during  the  nesting 
season,  a  qualified  biologist 
shall  conduct  surveys  prior  to 
tree/brush  removal  or  initial 
site  clearance  to  verify  bird 
absence.  The  construction 
contractor  and/or  qualified 
biologist  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  if  work  is 
proposed  outside  the  nesting 
season  for  raptors  and 
passerines,  or  if  surveys 
produce  negative  results  and 
upon  completion  of  survey 
report.  If  surveys  indicate  that 
protected  nesting  birds  are 
present,  considered  complete 
when  CDFG  concurs  with 
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TABLE  4:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  West  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

indicates  the  potential  presence  of  nesting  raptors  or  passerines,  the 
results  would  be  coordinated  with  the  Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG, 
and  suitable  avoidance  measures  would  be  developed.  Construction 
activities  shall  observe  CDFG  avoidance  guidelines,  which  are  a 
minimum  500-foot  buffer  zone  surrounding  active  raptor  nests  and  a 
250-foot  buffer  zone  surrounding  nests  of  other  birds. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
submit  a  report  of  survey  results 
to  the  SFPUC  and  the  CDFG  as 
appropriate.  If  the  survey 
indicates  the  potential  presence 
of  nesting  raptors  or  protected 
passerines,  the  results  would  be 
coordinated  with  the  Region  3 
office  of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable 
avoidance  measures  would  be 
developed.  If  necessary,  during 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  avoidance 


Status/Date  Completed 


species  avoidance  measures 
(adopted  on  a  site-by-site 
basis),  upon  completion  of 
construction  activities  requiring 
avoidance  measures,  and  upon 
completion  of  monitoring 
report  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  avoidance 
measures. 


CULTURAL  RESOURCES 

Construction  Impacts  to  Archaeological  Resources 

Mitigation  Measure  G- 1 :  In  the  event  of  an  inadvertent  discovery 
of  a  cultural  resource  during  constmction  at  the  Alameda  West 
Portal  site,  work  within  25  feet  of  the  find  shall  be  stopped  and  a 
professional  archaeologist  shall  be  contacted  to  evaluate  cultural 
resources  and  to  determine  appropriate  treatment.  Tlie  contractor 
shall  comply  with  the  recommendations  of  the  archaeologist  before 
resuming  construction. 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
professional 
archaeologist 


Constmction  phase 


Monitoring:  Depending  on 
recommendations  of  the 
archaeologist,  if  any,  on-site 
monitoring  of  all  site 
excavation  may  be  required  by 
a  qualified  archaeologist. 


If  monitoring  is  required, 
considered  complete  upon 
receipt  of  the  final  report  of 
archaeologist  by  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Department 
and  appropriate  distribution  of 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  4:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  tlie  Alameda  West  Portal  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


CULTURAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 


GEOLOGY  AND  SEISMICITY 
Seismic  Hazard-Ground  Rupture 

Mitigation  Measure  H-L  The  SFPUC  shall  ensure  that  a  fault 
investigation  is  conducted  at  each  of  the  facilities  widiin  an  Alquist- 
Priolo  Earthquake  Fault  Zone.  Additional  trenching  shall  be 
required  to  evaluate  the  potential  for  fault  rupture  at  the  Alameda 
West  Portal  site.  Review  of  the  fault  investigations  and  the 
proposed  locations  of  any  new  facilities  by  the  local  regulatory 
agency  responsible  for  issuing  building  permits  would  ensure  that 
none  of  the  project  components  would  be  constructed  within  50  feet 
of  an  active  fault  trace. 

Mitigation  Measure  H-3:  Gcotcchnical  investigations  have  been 
conducted  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda 
West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites  to  estimate  the  degree  of  ground  shaking 
that  could  be  expected  in  the  event  of  the  controlling  seismic  event 
that  could  affect  the  proposed  project  site.  On  the  basis  of  the  results 
of  each  of  these  investigations,  appropriate  seismic  design  criteria 
from  the  Uniform  Building  Code  have  been  identified  on  the  basis  of 
soil  type,  magnitude  of  the  controlling  seismic  event,  slip  rate  of  the 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  The  archaeologist 
shall  submit  a  written  report  to 
the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  and  SFPUC  with 
the  results  of  the  pre- 
excavation  testing. 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
results  of  a  seismic  fault 
investigation  at  the  project  site. 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
final  geotechnical 
investigations  at  the  project 
site. 


Status/Date  Completed 


report  to  the  President  of  the 
Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  and  the 
California  Historical  Resources 
Information  System,  Northwest 
Information  Center,  Sonoma 
State  University,  Rohnert  Park. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final  seismic 
report  and  incorporation  of 
report  recommendations  into 
final  project  design. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
geotechnical  report  and 
incorporation  of  report 
recommendations  into  final 
project  design. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  4:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  West  Portal  Site 

I   I    ■    ;  ;  ; 

 MONITORING  PROGRAM  

Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as  Responsibility  for  Monitoring/Reporting 

Conditions  of  Approval  Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule   Responsibility   Status/Date  Completed 

GEOLOGY  AND  SEISMICITY  (continued)  ,  ■ 

nearest  fault,  and  distance  to  the  nearest  fault.  The  SFPUC  shall  ' 

ensure  tliat  similar  investigations  are  conducted  for  the  Alameda  East 

Portal  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  For  each  site,  the 

recommendations  regarding  Uniform  Building  Code  seismic  design  ^ 

criteria  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  final  design  of  the  project,  which 

would  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  local  permitting  agency 

responsible  for  issuing  building  permits. 


AIR  QUALITY  >  • 

Construction  Air  Oualitv  Impacts 

The  following  measures  for  mitigating  emissions  of  air  pollutants 
during  project  constmction,  required  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  proposed 
project  as  constmction  specifications.  These  basic  and  enhanced 
control  measures  for  constmction  emissions  of  fine  particulate 
matter  shall  be  implemented  as  necessary,  depending  on  weather 
conditions: 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report. 


Mitigation  Measure  L-1:  Water  all  active  construction  sites  at  least  SFPUC  and 
twice  daily,  and  more  often  on  days  when  winds  exceed  10  to  15  construction 
miles  per  hour.  contractor 


Constmction  phase 
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TABLE  4:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  West  Portal  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AIR  QUALITY  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  L-2:  Cover  all  trucks  hauling  soil,  sand,  and 
other  loose  materials  or  maintain  at  least  2  feet  of  freeboard  in 
trucks  hauling  such  materials. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-3:  Pave,  apply  water  three  times  daily,  or 
apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  on  all  unpaved  access  roads,  parking 
areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-4:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  all  paved 
access  roads,  parking  areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites 
on  a  daily  basis. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-5:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  streets 
adjacent  to  construction  sites  daily  if  visible  soil  material  is  carried 
onto  adjacent  public  streets. 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Mitigation  Schedule  Responsibility 


Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 


Status/Date  Completed 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES 
Construction  Disruption  to  Services 

Mitigation  Measure  M-1:  The  SFPUC  shall  coordinate  its  planning 
and  design  efforts  with  other  utilities.  Affected  utilities  shall  be 
consulted  early  in  the  process  so  that  utility  lines  can  be  identified 
and  avoided.  If  avoidance  is  not  possible  and  relocation  of  any 
utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected  agency  would 
mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility  prior  to  project 
construction.  If  avoidance  of  other  utilities'  lines  is  not  possible 
and  relocation  of  any  utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the 
affected  agency  would  mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the 
facility  prior  to  project  construction. 


SFPUC 


Design,  pre- 
construction,  and 
possibly  construction 
phases 


Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure  no 
utilities  are  disrupted  during 
construction. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
submit  copies  of  the  design 
specifications  at  each  site  to 
potentially  affected  utility 
agencies  to  coordinate 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  construction  (if 
no  utilities  are  affected),  or  (if 
utilities  are  disrupted  or 
relocated),  upon  approval  by 
affected  utility  agencies 
following  relocation  or  other 
required  measures. 
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TABLE  4:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Alameda  West  Portal  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES  (continued) 


Mitigation  Measure  M-2:  To  minimize  delays  in  emergency 
response  during  project  construction,  all  potentially  affected  police, 
fire  protection,  and  ambulance  services  shall  be  notified  in  advance 
of  the  times,  duration,  and  location  of  constmction  activities 
throughout  the  project's  construction  process.  This  measure  shall 
be  included  in  construction  specifications. 


SFPUC 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


avoidance  or  relocation  of  any 
affected  utilities. 

During  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarterly 
monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
notify  in  writing  all  potentially 
affected  police,  fire  protection, 
and  ambulance  service  providers 
in  advance  of  the  times, 
duration,  and  location  of 
construction  activities. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
submittal  of  notification  to 
affected  service  providers  and 
at  the  completion  of 
constmction. 
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TABLE  5:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Balancing  Reservoir 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


■  •  I       .  Ml'' 

AIR  QUALITY  '  i 

I    ;  ■ 

Construction  Air  Quality  Impacts 

The  following  measures  for  mitigating  emissions  of  air  pollutants 
during  project  construction,  required  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  proposed 
project  as  construction  specifications.  These  basic  and  enhanced 
control  measures  for  construction  emissions  of  fine  particulate 
matter  shall  be  implemented  as  necessary,  depending  on  weather 
conditions:  .    ■  i 


Mitigation  Measure  L-1;  Water  all  active  construction  sites  at  least 
twice  daily,  and  more  often  on  days  when  winds  exceed  10  to  15 
miles  per  hour. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-2:  Cover  all  trucks  hauling  soil,  sand,  and 
other  loose  materials  or  maintain  at  least  2  feet  of  freeboard  in 
trucks  hauling  such  materials. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-3:  Pave,  apply  water  three  times  daily,  or 
apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  on  all  unpaved  access  roads,  parking 
areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


I 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility  


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarteriy  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Status/Date  Completed 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report. 
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TABLE  5:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Balancing  Reservoir 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AIR  QUALITY  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  L-4:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  all  paved 
access  roads,  parking  areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites 
on  a  daily  basis. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-5:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  streets 
adjacent  to  construction  sites  daily  if  visible  soil  material  is  carried 
onto  adjacent  public  streets. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Construction  phase 


Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Status/Date  Completed 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES 
Construction  Disruption  to  Services 

Mitigation  Measure  M-1:  The  SFPUC  shall  coordinate  its  planning 
and  design  efforts  with  other  utilities.  Affected  utilities  shall  be 
consulted  early  in  the  process  so  that  utility  lines  can  bo  identified 
and  avoided.  If  avoidance  is  not  possible  and  relocation  of  any 
utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected  agency  would 
mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility  prior  to  project 
construction.  If  avoidance  of  other  utilities'  lines  is  not  possible 
and  relocation  of  any  utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the 
affected  agency  would  mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the 
facility  prior  to  project  constmction. 


SFPUC 


Design,  pre- 
construction,  and 
possibly  construction 
phases 


Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure  no 
utilities  are  dismpted  during 
constmction. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
submit  copies  of  the  design 
specifications  at  each  site  to 
potentially  affected  utility 
agencies  to  coordinate 
avoidance  or  relocation  of  any 
affected  utilities. 

During  constmction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarterly 
monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  constmction  (if 
no  utilities  are  affected),  or  (if 
utilities  are  dismpted  or 
relocated),  upon  approval  by 
affected  utility  agencies 
following  relocation  or  other 
required  measures. 
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TABLE  5:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Balancing  Reservoir 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Status/Date  Completed 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  M-2:  To  minimize  delays  in  emergency 
response  during  project  construction,  all  potentially  affected  police, 
fire  protection,  and  ambulance  services  shall  be  notified  in  advance 
of  the  times,  duration,  and  location  of  construction  activities 
throughout  the  project's  construction  process.  This  measure  shall 
be  included  in  construction  specifications. 


SFPUC 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
notify  in  writing  all  potentially 
affected  police,  fire  protection, 
and  ambulance  service  providers 
in  advance  of  the  times, 
duration,  and  location  of 
construction  activities. 


Considered  complete  upon 
submittal  of  notification  to 
affected,  service  providers  and 
at  the  completion  of 
construction. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 

Wetland  Impacts  i 

Mitigation  Measure  C-la:  A  wetland  delineation  shall  be  performed, 
by  a  qualified  biologist,  of  all  indicated  "waters  of  the  U.S.," 
including  wetlands  and  nonwelland  water  resources,  to  map  and 
identify  wetland  acreage  in  the  project  area  and  to  serve  as  a  basis  for 
avoidance  or  permitting  (see  C-lb,  below).  The  delineation  shall  be 
conducted  prior  to  any  construction  within  or  adjacent  to  potential 
jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water  resources,  such  as 
runoffs,  seasonal  ponding  areas,  permanent  ponded  areas,  and  stream 
segments.  If  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water  sources  are  determined 
to  be  nonjurisdictional  upon  completion  of  a  delineation,  then  no 
further  mitigation  would  be  necessary. 

Mitigation  Measure  C-lb:  Upon  verification  of  a  wetland  delineation, 
if  wetlands  or  nonwelland  water  sources  are  determined  to  be 
jurisdictional  by  the  California  Department  of  Fish  and  Game 
(CDFG)  and/or  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (Corps),  project 
facilities  would  be  sited  to  avoid  these  areas,  if  possible. 


Mitigation  Measure  C-lc:  If  complete  wetland  avoidance  is  not 
possible,  a  permit  shall  be  obtained  from  the  Corps;  a  Regional  Water 
Quality  Control  Board  (RWQCB)  waiver/certification  shall  be 
acquired  from  the  local  RWQCB  proponent;  and  a  Streambed 
Alteration  Agreement  (SAA)  shall  be  negotiated  with  the  CDFG 
under  Section  1601  of  the  Fish  and  Game  Code  for  temporary  or 
permanent  construction  within  a  jurisdictional  weUand  or  water- 


MONITORING  PROGItAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design  phase 


SFPUC  in 
coordination  with 
CDFG  and/or  Corps 


Design  phase 


SFPUC 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Respoasihility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
prepare  a  report  describing  the 
results  of  the  wetland 
delineation  and  submit  it  to  the 
SFPUC.  The  wetland 
delineation  report  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Corps  for 
verification  if  potentially 
jurisdictional  wetlands  are 
identified. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  documentation  to 
verify  that  project  facilities  are 
sited  to  avoid  jurisdictional 
wetlands,  and  if  necessary, 
submit  documentation  to  the 
Corps. 

Monitoring:  As  applicable,  the 
SFPUC  and/or  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  ongoing 
monitoring  of  wetland  areas 
during  construction  in 
accordance  with  permit 
requirements. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  if 
wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
sources  are  determined  to  be 
nonjurisdictional.  Otherwise, 
Mitigation  Measure  C-lb  shall 
be  implemented. 


Considered  complete  if  project 
facilities  can  be  sited  to  avoid 
jurisdictional  wetland  areas  and 
approved  by  the  Corps  as 
necessary.  Otherwise, 
Mitigation  Measure  C-lc  shall 
be  implemented. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  permit 
requirements;  completion  of 
the  final  construction 
monitoring  report;  and  final 
approval  as  necessary  by  the 
Corps,  CDFG,  and  RWQCB. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued)  '  ^ 

related  feature.  In  general,  for  projects  that  are  substantially  similar  in 
nature  and/or  have  minimal  individual  or  cumulative  adverse  effects 
on  waters  of  the  U.S.  and  comply  witli  Nationwide  permit  conditions, 
a  Nationwide  404  permit  would  be  filed  and  the  Corps  notified, 
depending  on  the  type  of  permit.  Typically,  projects  of  this  nature 
would  be  permitted  by  the  Corps  under  Nationwide  Permit  No.  12, 
Utility  Line  Bedding  and  Backfill,  and  No.  18,  Minor  Discharges. 
The  more  "general  use"  permit,  No.  26,  might  also  be  appropriate.' 


Mitigation  Measure  C-ld:  If  the  amount  of  habitat  affected  exceeds 
the  minimum  threshold  established  for  tlie  permit,  habitat  shall  be 
replaced  (including  jurisdictional  wetlands  and  nonwetland  water 
resources)  at  a  3: 1  ratio,  or  at  a  similar  ratio  determined  by  the 
Corps  and  CDFG  and  required  as  a  condition  of  the  aforementioned 
permits.  Replacement  habitat  shall  be  comparable  to  habitat 
affected  by  the  project  (e.g.,  freshwater  marsh  would  be  mitigated 
by  creation  of  a  freshwater  marsh,  not  annual  grasslands).  The 
preferable  location  for  on-site  habitat  replacement  would  be  within 
the  Crystal  Springs  Reservoir  watershed.  Temporary  impacts  shall 
be  similarly  mitigated.  The  project  shall  strictly  adhere  to  a  "no  net 
loss"  wetlands  policy. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  in 
coordination  with 
Corps  and  CDFG 


Design  and  post- 
construction 

Plan  implementation 
and  monitoring  may 
take  more  than  five 
years. 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
obtain  appropriate  permits  from 
the  CDFG,  Corps,  and 
RWQCB  for  permanent  or 
temporary  construction  impacts 
to  jurisdictional  wetland 
features  and  shall  submit  any 
required  reports  to  these 
agencies.  During  construction, 
the  SFPUC  shall  prepare 
quarterly  monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  wetland 
protection  measures. 

Monitoring:  Habitats  that  are 
created  and/or  enhanced  as 
compensation  for  disturbed 
wetlands  would  be  monitored 
annually  to  ensure  adequate 
performance  in  accordance 
with  permit  requirements. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
coordinate  mitigation 
requirements  for  disturbed 
habitats  with  the  Corps  and 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon  '..\ 
approval  by  the  Corps  and 
CDFG  of  the  wetland 
mitigation  plan  and  satisfactory 
establishment  of  replacement 
habitats. 


On  March  9,  2000,  the  Corps  issued  5  new  Nationwide  Permits  (NWHs)  and  modified  6  NWPs  to  replace  NWP  26,  which  expired  on  June  5,  2000.  Most  new  NWPs  require  submission  of  preconstruction 
notification  for  discharges  of  dredged  or  fill  material  that  result  in  die  loss  of  greater  than  l/IO  acre  of  waters  of  the  U.S.  Tlic  maximum  acreage  limits  for  most  of  the  new  and  modified  NWPs  is  1/2  acre. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 


Special-Status  Species  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-6:  The  following  measures  would  reduce  the 
potential  for  impact  to  a  less  than  significant  level  and  avoid  an 
incidental  "take"  of  California  red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco 
garter  snake  at  the  Pulgas  site.  Project  components  at  the  Pulgas 
site  would  not  substantially  alter  habitat  for  California  red-legged 
frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake. 

Mitigation  Measure  C-6a:  An  informal  consultation  shall  be 
arranged  with  the  USFWS  prior  to  project  implementation  to  ensure 
that  all  potential  impacts  to  California  red-legged  frog  and  San 
Francisco  garter  snake  have  been  addressed.  Additional  measures 
may  be  required  by  the  USFWS,  including  a  formal  Section  7 
consultation  under  the  Endangered  Species  Act,  in  which  case  the 
measures  listed  below  would  be  supplemented  with  additional 
requirements 

Mitigation  Measure  C-6b:  A  USFWS-approved  biologist  shall 
survey  the  area  immediately  preceding  construction  (i.e.,  within 
24  hours),  or  before  fencing  is  erected  (see  Measure  C-6d,  below). 
The  removal  of  frogs  or  snakes  from  the  work  site  or  from  within 
the  exclusion  fence  would  occur  following  approval  by  the  USFWS 
for  relocation  of  individuals.  Tlie  biologist  shall  be  available  during 
construction  as  an  on-site  monitor  and  to  provide  training. 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  in 
consultation  with 
USFWS 


Design  phase 


SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist 


Survey:  Preceding 
construction  (i.e., 
within  24  hours),  or 
before  fencing  is 
erected  (see  Measure 
C-6d,  below). 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


CDFG  and  shall  submit  any 
required  reports  to  these 
agencies.  Additional 
requirements  may  be  added  by 
the  USFWS  as  part  of  permit 
requirements. 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
document  results  of  the 
informal  consultation  with 
USFWS. 


Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  a  site 
survey  for  San  Francisco  garter 
snake  and  California  red- 
legged  frog  before  fencing  is 
erected  and  again  within 
24  hours  of  construction.  A 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  following 
an  informal  consultation  with 
the  USFWS  prior  to  project 
implementation  and  upon 
completion  of  documentation 
of  the  consultation. 


Considered  complete  following 
construction  of  the  exclusion 
fence,  approval  by  USFWS  for 
relocations  of  animals, 
completion  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report, 
and  final  approval  as  necessary 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Puigas  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 


Mitigation  Schedule 


On-site  monitoring/ 
training:  prior  to  and 
during  construction 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


qualified  biologist  shall  provide 
regular,  on-site  inspection  to 
ensure  measures  are  effectively 
implemented  to  protect  San 
Francisco  garter  snake  and 
California  red-legged  frog. 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
prepare  reports  describing  tlie 
results  of  the  surveys  and 
submit  them  to  the  SFPUC  and 
USFWS  as  necessary.  The 
SFPUC  shall  coordinate  with 
the  USFWS  prior  to  fence 
erection  and  submit  any 
required  documentation. 

During  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarteriy 
monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  measures  in 
protecting  San  Francisco  garter 
snake  and  California  red- 
legged  frog  habitat. 


Status/Date  Completed 


by  the  USFWS.  Relocation  of 
individual  frogs  or  snakes 
would  only  occur  following 
approval  by  the  USFWS  (e.g., 
following  Section  7 
consultation). 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  C-6c:  Before  construction  begins,  the  biologist 
shall  describe  to  construction  crews  the  measures  taken  to  avoid 
impacts  to  the  species.  An  employee  education  program  shall  be 
conducted  to  explain  endangered  species  concerns  to  contractors, 
their  employees,  and  agency  personnel  involved  in  activities  that 
could  affect  California  red-legged  frog  or  San  Francisco  garter 
snake.  The  program  shall  consist  of  a  brief  presentation  by  persons 
knowledgeable  in  species  biology  and  legislative  protection  and 
shall  include  die  following:  a  description  of  each  species  and  its 
habitat  needs;  the  occurrence  of  each  species  in  the  project  area; 
status  of  the  species  and  its  protection  under  the  state  and  federal 
endangered  species  acts;  legal  provisions  for  violating  state  and 
federal  species-protection  laws;  and  measures  being  taken  to  reduce 
impacts  to  the  species  during  project  constmction  and 
implementation.  A  fact  sheet  conveying  this  information  shall  be 
prepared  for  distribution  to  the  above-mentioned  people  and  anyone 
else  who  may  enter  the  project  site. 

Mitigation  Measure  C-6d:  The  work  area  shall  be  fenced  with 
USFWS-approved  frog-  and  snake-proof  barriers,  such  as  mesh 
fencing  or  4-  x  8-foot  plywood  panels  joined  lengthwise. 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC,  constmction 
contractor,  and 
qualified  biologist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Before  construction 
begins  and  during 
construction 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  regular, 
on-site  inspection  during 
construction  to  verify  fence 
integrity  and  effectiveness,  and 
compliance  with  any  other 
USFWS  requirements. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  following 
presentation  of  an  employee 
education  program  and  upon 
completion  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report 
at  the  end  of  construction 
activities  in  the  habitat  areas. 


Considered  complete  upon 
fmalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report 
at  the  end  of  construction 
activities  in  the  habitat  areas. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 


Mitigation  Measure  C-6e:  During  project  activities,  all  trash  that 
could  attract  predators  shall  be  removed  from  the  work  site  and 
disposed  of  daily. 


Mitigation  Measure  C-6f:  If  disturbed,  riparian  habitats  shall  be 
restored  as  described  under  Mitigation  Measure  C-10,  below. 

Mitigation  Measure  C-7:  To  protect  breeding  bats  at  the  Pulgas 
site,  preconstruction  surveys  and  avoidance  measures  shall  be 
implemented.  To  minimize  effects  on  bat  species,  large  trees  and 
riparian  vegetation  (which  serve  as  important  foraging  habitat)  shall 
be  retained  to  the  greatest  extent  possible.  To  avoid  impacts  during 
the  reproductive  season  of  bats,  tree  removal  shall  not  occur 


I  I 

MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Daily  during 
construction  phase 


Sec  Mitigation 
Measure  C-10,  below 

SFPUC  and  qualified 
biologist  in 
coordination  with  the 
CDFG,  if  necessary. 


See  Mitigation 
Measure  C-10,  below 

Surveys: 

pre-construction  phase 

Avoidance  measures: 
construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  San  Francisco 
garter  snake  and  California  red- 
legged  frog  protection 
measures. 

Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During  construction, 
die  SFPUC  shall  prepare 
quarterly  monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  San  Francisco 
garter  snake  and  California  red- 
legged  frog  protection  measures. 

See  Mitigation  Measure  C-10, 
below 

Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  shall  conduct  surveys 
prior  to  tree/brush  removal  to 
verify  the  absence  of  breeding 
bats.  If  the  survey  indicates  the 
potential  presence  of  breeding 
bats,  the  SFPUC  and  biologist 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report 
at  the  end  of  construction 
activities  in  the  habitat  areas. 


See  Mitigation  Measure  C-10, 
below 

Considered  complete  if  work  is 
proposed  outside  the  bat 
nesting  season;  or  if  surveys 
produce  negative  results, 
considered  complete  upon 
fmalization  of  final  survey 
report.  If  surveys  indicate  that 


November  28, 2000  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project-Chloramine  Conversion 

...  .  '   .  .  ,  File  No.  1998.898E 

Motion  No.:  16010 
Exliibit  2 


EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

between  May  1  and  September  15.  If  clearing  is  to  occur  during  the 
reproductive  season,  a  general  survey  for  bats  and  bat  roosts  shall  be 
conducted  by  a  qualified  biologist  prior  to  construction  to  verify  bat 
absence  on  the  project  site.  If  the  survey  indicates  the  potential 
presence  of  breeding  bats,  the  results  would  be  coordinated  with  the 
Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance  measures 
would  be  developed.  Construction  activities  shall  obsei-vc  buffer 
zones  of  at  least  250  feet  near  active  bat  roosts. 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


would  coordinate  with  CDFG  to 
develop  appropriate  avoidance 
measures,  and  the  construction 
contractor  and/or  qualified 
biologist  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
avoidance  measures  are 
effectively  implemented. 

Reporting:  Tlie  biologist  shall 
prepare  reports  describing  the 
results  of  Ihe  surveys  and  submit 
them  to  the  SFPUC  and  to  the 
CDFG  as  necessary  If  the 
survey  indicates  the  potential 
presence  of  breeding  bats,  the 
results  would  be  coordinated 
with  the  Region  3  office  of  the 
CDFG,  and  suitable  avoidance 
measures  would  be  developed 
and  incorporated  into  the  survey 
report 

If  avoidance  measures  are 
required,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  avoidance 
measures  in  protecting  breeding 
bats  during  the  construction 
period. 


Status/Date  Completed 


protected  breeding  bats  are 
present,  considered  complete 
upon  CDFG  concurrence  with 
species  avoidance  measures 
(adopted  on  a  site-by-site 
basis),  completion  of 
construction  activities  in  the 
vicinity  of  bat  habitat, 
completion  of  the  monitoring 
report  on  the  avoidance 
measures,  and  approval  as 
necessary  by  die  CDFG. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

Nesting  Raptor  and  Passerine  Bird  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-9:  Tree  and  brush  removal  at  the  project  site 
shall  be  avoided  during  the  nesting  season  (March  1  through 
August  15),  or  the  site  shall  be  surveyed  by  a  qualified  biologist  to 
verify  the  absence  of  breeding  birds. 

Initial  site  clearing  shall  also  occur  outside  of  the  nesting  season 
(March  1  through  August  15).  If  clearing  within  the  project  area  is 
to  occur  during  the  nesting  season,  a  general  survey  for  raptors, 
passerines,  and  their  nests  shall  be  conducted  by  a  qualified 
biologist  prior  to  construction  to  verify  bird  absence.  If  the  survey 
indicates  the  potential  presence  of  nesting  raptors  or  passerines,  tlie 
results  would  be  coordinated  with  the  Region  3  office  of  the  CDFG, 
and  suitable  avoidance  measures  would  be  developed.  Construction 
activities  shall  observe  CDFG  avoidance  guidelines,  which  are  a 
minimum  500-foot  buffer  zone  surrounding  active  raptor  nests  and  a 
250-foot  buffer  zone  surrounding  nests  of  other  birds. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
qualified  biologist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Pre-construclion  and 
construction  phases, 
with  attention  to  the 
nesting  season 
(March  1  through 
August  15) 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  If  site  clearing 
work  occurs  during  the  nesting 
season,  a  qualified  biologist 
shall  conduct  surveys  prior  to 
tree/brush  removal  or  initial  site 
clearance  to  verify  bird  absence. 
Tlie  construction  contractor 
and/or  qualified  biologist  shall 
provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  measures 
are  effectively  implemented. 

Reporting:  The  biologist  shall 
submit  a  report  of  survey  results 
to  the  SFPUC  and  the  CDFG  as 
appropriate.  If  the  survey 
indicates  the  potential  presence 
of  nesting  raptors  or  protected 
passerines,  the  results  would  be 
coordinated  with  the  Region  3 
office  of  the  CDFG,  and  suitable 
avoidance  measures  would  be 
developed.  If  necessary,  during 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  avoidance 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  if  work  is 
proposed  outside  the  nesting 
season  for  raptors  and 
passerines,  or  if  surveys 
produce  negative  results  and 
upon  completion  of  survey 
report.  If  surveys  indicate  that 
protected  nesting  birds  are 
present,  considered  complete 
when  CDFG  concurs  with 
species  avoidance  measures 
(adopted  on  a  site-by-site 
basis),  upon  completion  of 
construction  activities  requiring 
avoidance  measures,  and  upon 
completion  of  monitoring 
report  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  avoidance 
measures. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 

'   MONITORING  PROGRAM  

Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as                          Responsibility  for  Monitoring/Iteporting 
 Conditions  of  Approval   Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule   Responsibility   Status/Date  Completed 

BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 
Vegetation  Communities  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-10:  Impacts  to  willow  riparian  habitat  shall 
be  mitigated  by  replacement  at  a  3: 1  ratio,  or  at  a  similar  ratio 
determined  by  the  CDFG.  If  avoidance  of  the  identified  plants  is 
infeasible,  the  project  proponent  shall  prepare  and  implement  a 
revegetation  plan  and  a  five-year  monitoring  plan  to  restore  native 
willow  riparian  habitat  elsewhere  in  the  project  vicinity  to  a  self- 
sustaining,  ecologically  functioning  plant  community,  in 
coordination  with  the  CDFG  and  California  Native  Plant  Society. 
This  action  would  be  sensitive  to  the  habitat  needs  of  the  California 
red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter  snake  and  thus  would 
require  input  from  the  USFWS.  See  also  Mitigation 
Measures  C-1 1,  F-3,  F-6,  F-7,  and  F-8  for  further  specifications  of 
the  Landscape  and  Revegetation  Plan. 

The  monitoring  program  shall  be  designed  to  ensure  that  the 
replacement  habitats  are  comparable  in  quality  and  quantity  to 
sensitive  habitats  that  are  disturbed  by  project  construction.  The 
long-term  survival  of  mitigation  plantings  and  restoration  of  lost 
habitat  for  the  California  red-legged  frog  and  San  Francisco  garter 
snake  shall  be  the  goals  of  nutigation  plantings.  The  success  of  the 
mitigation  plantings  shall  be  assessed  periodically  over  five  years  to 
determine  the  degree  to  which  the  functional  replacement  of  natural 
habitats  has  been  achieved.  At  the  end  of  five  years,  the  Corps  and 
CDFG  shall  be  consulted  to  determine  if  the  mitigation  goals  have 
been  met;  if  the  goals  have  been  met,  no  further  action  would  be 
required.  If  mitigation  goals  have  not  been  met,  the  SFPUC  shall 
comply  with  the  agencies'  requirements  for  additional  action  to 
ensure  that  habitat  replacement  is  carried  out  at  the  mitigation  site. 


SFPUC  in 
coordination  with 
CDFG,  Corps, 
California  Native 
Plant  Society,  and 
USFWS,  if  necessary 


Implementation  of 
revegetation  plan: 
prior  to,  during,  and 
following  construction 

Monitoring  program: 
Five  years  after  the 
establishment  of 
replacement  habitats 


Monitoring:  Tlie  monitoring 
program  shall  be  designed  to 
ensure  that  the  replacement 
habitats  are  comparable  in 
quality  and  quantity  to  sensitive 
habitats  that  are  disturbed  by 
project  construction.  The  five- 
year  monitoring  plan  shall 
include  annual  monitoring 
using  standard  ecological 
methods  to  estimate  plant  cover 
and  to  document  survival  rates 
and  growth  characteristics. 

Prior  to  and  during 
construction,  the  construction 
contractor  and/or  biologist  shall 
provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  measures 
are  effectively  implemented. 

The  SFPUC  and/or  biologist 
shall  conduct  required 
monitoring  following 
construction,  for  five  years 
after  habitat  is  established. 


Based  upon  final  restoration 
performance,  a  determination 
shall  be  made,  in  coordination 
with  the  CDFG  and  Coips,  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  project 
achieved  the  final  mitigation 
goals  and  whether  additional 
mitigation  is  required  following 
the  five-year  monitoring 
period. 

Considered  complete  upon 
implementation  of  revegetation 
plan  and  completion  of  five- 
year  monitoring  plan,  with  final 
approval  by  the  CDFG  and 
Corps. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

The  revegetation  plan  shall  include  plant  salvage,  seeds,  and 
seedlings  obtained  from  local  native  sources  and  irrigation,  as 
necessary.  The  following  performance  standards  are  suggested  for 
the  revegetation  plan:  (1)  vegetation  should  have  no  less  than 
80  percent  survival  rate;  (2)  there  should  be  no  excessive  rills, 
gullies,  or  other  erosion  features;  (3)  there  should  be  no  noxious  or 
invasive  species;  (4)  a  properly  functioning  irrigation  system  should 
be  installed;  and  (5)  mitigation  ratio  of  plants  should  be  based  on 
then-current  acceptable  protocol. 

The  five-year  monitoring  plan  shall  include  annual  monitoring 
using  standard  ecological  methods  to  estimate  plant  cover  and  to 
document  survival  rates  and  growth  characteristics  and  shall  be 
reviewed  by  appropriate  agencies.  At  the  end  of  this  period,  the 
success  of  the  restoration  effort  shall  be  assessed  against  the 
restoration  goals  (e.g.,  at  least  80  percent  survival  of  plantings, 
75  percent  vegetative  cover  by  desirable  species,  and  a  viable,  self- 
sustaining  plant  community).  Based  upon  final  restoration 
performance,  a  determination  shall  be  made,  in  coordination  witli 
the  Corps,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  project  achieved  the  final 
mitigation  goals  and  whether  additional  mitigation  is  required 
following  the  five-year  monitoring  period. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Monitoring/Iieporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  revegetation  plan  for 
willow  riparian  habitat  and  a 
five-year  monitoring  plan  for 
review  by  CDFG,  California 
Native  Plant  Society,  and 
USFWS.  Approval  of  the  two 
plans  would  be  required  by 
CDFG  and  USFWS. 

During  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarterly 
monitoring  reports  to  document 
the  status  and  effectiveness  of 
willow  riparian  habitat 
protection  and  revegetation 
measures.  As  part  of  the  five- 
year  monitoring  plan  following 
completion  of  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  annual 
monitoring  reports  to  document 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
plantings. 


Status/Date  Completed 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 
Invasive  Landscape  Plant  Species  Impacts 

Mitigation  Measure  C-1 1 :  As  part  of  the  site  clearing  and  grubbing 
for  construction,  identified  invasive  plant  species  (e.g.,  yellow-star 
thistle,  purple-star  thistle,  or  french  broom)  shall  be  removed  prior 
to  seed  germination  (before  June)  so  that  seeds  of  these  plants  are 
not  dispersed  widiin  the  project  area.  Disturbed  natural  areas  as  a 
result  of  construction  shall  be  revegetated  with  appropriate  native 
herbaceous  or  woody  species.  Revegetation  shall  begin  as  soon  as 
construction-related  activities  are  completed.  Monitoring  of  the 
seeded  herbaceous  areas  would  occur  prior  to  the  first  wet  season 
following  revegetation  to  ensure  that  sufficient  ground  coverage  has 
developed. 

Native  species  should  be  used  in  revegetation.  If  nonnative  plant 
species  are  included  in  the  revegetation  planting  palette,  the 
following  list  of  plants  must  be  avoided: 

•  Pampas  grass  {Cortaderia  jubata,  C.  selloand) 

•  Tree-of-heaven  (Ailanthus  altissima) 

•  Giant  reed  {Anmdo  donax) 

•  Bamboo  {Bambusa  spp.,  et  al) 

•  Cotoneaster  {Cotoneasier  pannosa) 

•  French  broom  (Cytisiis  monspessulanus) 

•  Scotch  broom  (Cyiisus  scoparius) 

•  Blue  gum  (.Eucalyptus  globulus)  ^  ' 

•  English  ivy  {Hedera  helix)  ' 

•  Fig-marigold  family  members  (Conicosia,  Mesembryanlhemnm, 
and  Carpobrotus) 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
qualified  biologist  or 
horticulturalist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Site  clearing  and 
grubbing: 

construction  phase, 
before  June 

Site  revegetation: 
upon  completion  of 
construction-related 
activities 

Monitoring:  prior  to 
the  first  wet  season 
following  revegetation 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  A  qualified 
biologist  or  horticulturalist 
shall  provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  measures 
are  effectively  implemented  to 
remove  invasive  plant  species 
and  to  revegetate  with  native 
plant  species. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  to  document  the  status 
and  effectiveness  of 
revegetation  measures. 
Following  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  annual 
monitoring  reports  to  document 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
plantings  as  part  of  the  five- 
year  monitoring  plan  (see 
Measure  C-10,  above). 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
implementation  of  revegetation 
plan  and  completion  of  at  least 
the  first  year  of  the  five-year 
monitoring  plan. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  tiie  Puigas  Site  ' 

 MONITORING  PROGRAM  

Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as                          Responsibility  for  Monitoring/Reporting 
 Conditions  of  Approval    Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule   Responsibility   Status/Date  Completed 

BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES  (continued)    "  " 

•  Tail  fescue  (Fesluca  arundinacea) 

•  Mattress  vine  (Muelenbeckia  complexa) 

•  Tree  tobacco  (Nicotiana  glauca) 

•  Fountain  grass  (Pennisetum  setaceum)  '  i 

•  Pyracanlhdi  (Pyracantha  angusiifolia)  < 

•  Castor  bean  {Ricinus  communis)  i  ' 

•  Black  locust  (Robinia  pseudoacacia)  j 

•  C&pe  i\y  (Delaira  odorata) 

•  Spanish  broom  (Sparieum  junceitm)  i  I  I 

•  Tamarisic  (Tamarix  spp.)  i 

•  Corse  (Ulex  europaeus)  !  ■  < 

•  Periwinkle  (W/ica  ma/or) 

•  Purple  fountain  grass  (Pennisetum  setaceum) 


AESTHETICS 

Negative  Aesthetic  Effects 

Mitigation  Measure  F-1:  In  consultation  with  the  SFPUC  Land  and 
Resources  Management  Section,  the  SFPUC  shall  prepare  and 
implement  a  landscaping  plan  for  die  Puigas  site.  Disturbed  areas 
shall  be  revegetated  to  minimize  textural  contrasts  with  the 
surrounding  vegetation.  New  plants  should  include  noninvasive 
grasses,  shrubs,  and  trees  typical  of  die  surrounding  area  (refer  to 


SFPUC 


Landscape  plan: 
design  phase 

Revegetation  of 
disturbed  areas: 
construction  phase 


Monitoring:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  to  document  the  status 
and  effectiveness  of  protection 
of  in-place  landscaping  and 
trees,  to  the  extent  possible  (see 
Mitigation  Measures  F-3  and 
F-8).  In  accordance  with 
Mitigation  Measure  C-10,  the 


Considered  complete  upon 
implementation  of  revegetation 
plan  and  completion  of  five- 
year  monitoring  plan,  with  final 
approval  by  the  CDFG  and 
Corps  as  necessary  under 
Measure  C-10,  above. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AESTHETICS  (continued)  ,  ; 

Mitigation  Measure  C-11).  The  new  plantings  and  landscape  berms 
should  screen  the  chemical  building  to  the  extent  possible  when 
construction  is  complete.  See  also  Mitigation  Measures  C-10,  C-11, 
F-3,  F-6,  F-7  and  F-8  for  further  specifications  of  the  Landscape  and 
Revegetation  Plan. 

In  accordance  with  Mitigation  Measure  C-IO,  above,  the  SFPUC 
shall  monitor  landscape  plantings  annually  for  five  years  after 
project  completion  to  ensure  that  sufficient  ground  coverage  has 
developed  and  shall  implement  additional  measures,  such  as 
replanting  or  modifying  irrigation  systems,  as  determined  necessary. 
At  the  end  of  this  period,  the  success  of  the  landscape  plan  shall  be 
assessed  for  effective,  long-term  screening  of  the  dechloramination 
facility.  The  SFPUC,  in  coordination  with  the  Land  and  Resources 
Management  Section,  shall  incorporate  long-term  landscape 
maintenance  of  the  dechloramination  facility  with  ongoing 
landscaping  at  the  Pulgas  Water  Temple. 


Mitigation  Measure  F-2:  The  SFPUC  shall  use  design  elements  to 
enhance  visual  integration  of  the  dechloramination  facility  with  its 
surroundings.  The  proposed  building  shall  be  painted  low-glare 
colors  that  blend  with  the  terrain.  The  SFPUC  Land  and  Resources 
Management  Section  shall  be  consulted  on  building  design. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Landscape  monitoring 
and  maintenance: 
operation  phase 


SFPUC  in 

consultation  with  the 
San  Francisco  Arts 
Commission 


Design  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


SFPUC  shall  monitor 
landscape  plantings  annually 
for  five  years  after  project 
completion  to  ensure  that 
sufficient  ground  coverage  has 
developed  and  shall  implement 
additional  measures,  such  as 
replanting  or  modifying 
irrigation  systems,  as 
determined  necessary. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  landscape  plan, 
including  provisions  for  long- 
term  maintenance,  for  the 
Pulgas  site.  In  addition,  the 
SFPUC  shall  include  status  of 
implementation  of  the 
landscape  plan  as  part  of  the 
quarterly  monitoring  reports 
during  construction. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
submit  design  details  as  part  of 
final  project  specifications  to 
the  San  Francisco  Arts 
Commission  for  review  and 
approval. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
receipt,  review,  and  approval  of 
final  design  by  the  San 
Francisco  Arts  Commission. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AESTHETICS  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  F-3:  The  SFPUC  shall  ensure  that  its 
contractors  restore  disturbed  areas  along  the  pipeline  alignment  to 
their  preproject  condition  such  that  short-term  construction 
disturbance  does  not  result  in  long-term  visual  impacts.  Tlie 
SFPUC  shall  retain  in-place  landscaping  to  the  extent  possible  to 
screen  the  project  facilities  from  public  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
Pulgas  Water  Temple.  The  contractors  shall  replace  any 
construction-affected  landscaping  with  equivalent  vegetation  and 
recontour  any  disturbed  land  to  match  preconstruction  conditions. 
See  also  Mitigation  Measures  C-1 1,  F-3.  F-6,  F-7,  and  F-8  for 
further  specifications  of  the  Landscape  and  Revegctation  Plan. 


Degradation  or  Obstruction  of  Scenic  Vievys  from  Cafiada  Road 

Mitigation  Measure  F-4:  To  reduce  visual  intrusion,  the  design  for 
the  proposed  building  shall  incorporate  architectural  elements  (e.g., 
slanted  rooO  that  minimize  the  industrial  appearance  and  make  the 
building  more  compatible  with  its  rural  setting.  The  SFPUC  Land 
and  Resources  Management  Section  shall  be  consulted  on  building 
design. 

Mitigation  Measure  F-5:  A  decorative  gate  shall  be  constructed  at 
the  entrance  to  the  road  to  effectively  screen  views  of  the 
dechloramination  facility  from  Caiiada  Road.  The  gate  shall  be 
designed  to  provide  adequate  screening  without  appearing  too  solid 
or  bulky.  The  SFPUC  Land  and  Resources  Management  Section 
shall  be  consulted  on  the  gate  design. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Construction  phase 


SFPUC  in  consultation 
with  the  San  Francisco 
Arts  Commission 


SFPUC  in  consultation 
with  the  San  Francisco 
Arts  Commission 


Design  phase 


Design  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Tlie  SFPUC  shall 
provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  landscape 
protection  and  revegetation 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  that  include  status  of 
revegetation  and  landscape 
plan  implementation. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
implementation  and  completion 
of  revegetation  plan. 


See  Mitigation  Measure  F-2.        See  Mitigation  Measure  F-2. 


See  Mitigation  Measure  F-2.        See  Mitigation  Measure  F-2. 
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MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AESTHETICS  (continued)  i    '  ,  , 

Mitigation  Measure  F-6:  The  access  road  shall  be  designed  to 
minimize  both  the  removal  of  existing  native  plants  and  the  number 
of  new  plantings  needed  to  provide  screening.  The  entry  road  shall 
be  curved,  and  natural-appearing  berms  shall  be  graded  in 
appropriate  locations  that  screen  views  of  the  facility  from  Caiiada 
Road.  New  plantings  shall  be  placed  on  top  of  the  berm  to 
eventually  screen  views  of  the  proposed  building. 


Mitigation  Measure  F-7:  Additional  trees  shall  be  planted  south  of 
the  proposed  building  site  along  Canada  Road  to  supplement  the 
screening  provided  by  existing  trees.  These  additional  trees  shall  be 
planted  shortly  after  construction  commences  and  shall  be  maintained 
and  protected  during  the  construction  period.  These  trees  shall  be 
incorporated  into  the  landscaping  plan  and  shall  be  monitored  for  one 
year  following  construction,  as  stated  in  Mitigation  Measure  F-1, 
above,  and  any  trees  not  surviving  shall  be  replaced. 

Mitigation  Measure  F-8:  The  SFPUC  shall  conduct  further  study  of 
the  proposed  alignment  to  identify  any  adjustments  that  would 
minimize  the  removal  of  existing  trees  that  serve  to  screen  the  site 
from  Canada  Road.  A  qualified  arborist  shall  be  consulted 
regarding  the  minimum  buffers  required  to  prevent  root  damage  to 
remaining  trees  and  to  provide  the  SFPUC  with  any  necessary 
maintenance  requirements  for  remaining  trees. 


Responsibility  For 
Implementation 


SFPUC 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


See  Mitigation 
Measure  F-1. 


SFPUC  in 
consultation  with  a 
qualified  arborist 


Design  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  The  SFPUC  shall 
provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  measures 
are  effectively  implemented. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  landscape  plan  that 
incorporates  design  details  of 
the  access  road  and  berms,  that 
minimizes  removal  of  existing 
native  plants  and  provides 
adequate  screening,  and  that  can 
be  incorporated  into  the  final 
project  design. 

See  Mitigation  Measure  F-1. 


Monitoring;  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  arborist  shall 
prepare  a  report  that 
(1)  recommends  adjustments  to 
minimize  the  removal  of 
existing  trees  along  Caiiada 
Road,  (2)  delineates  the 


Statu.s/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  project  design 
that  includes  layout  of  access 
road,  berms,  and 
landscape/revegetation  plan. 


See  Mitigation  Measure  F-1. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  design  details  of 
the  access  road  and  the 
landscape  plan,  both  of  which 
must  include  recommendations 
of  a  qualified  arborist  to 
minimize  the  removal  of 
existing  trees  and  protect  and 


I 
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MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AESTHETICS  (continued) 


CULTURAL  RESOURCES 

Construction  Impacts  to  Archaeological  Resources 

Mitigation  Measure  G-1:  Given  the  location  and  depth  of 
excavation  proposed  at  the  Pulgas  site  and  the  likelihood  that 
archaeological  resources  would  be  encountered,  the  sponsor  shall 
retain  the  services  of  an  archaeologist.  The  archaeologist  shall  carry 
out  a  pre-excavation  testing  program  to  better  determine  the 
probability  of  finding  cultural  and  historical  remains.  The  testing 
program  would  use  a  series  of  mechanical,  exploratory  borings  or 
trenches,  and/or  other  testing  methods  determined  by  the 
archaeologist  to  be  appropriate.  The  testing  shall  be  terminated  if 
the  archaeologist  determines,  from  subsurface  inspections,  that  the 
area  has  been  filled  or  disturbed  during  prior  work. 

If  after  testing,  the  archaeologist  determines  that  no  further 
investigations  or  precautions  are  necessary  to  safeguard  potentially 
significant  archaeological  resources,  the  archaeologist  shall  submit  a 
written  report  to  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  (ERO),  with  a 
copy  to  the  project  sponsor.  If  the  archaeologist  determines  that 
further  investigations  or  precautions  are  necessary,  he/she  shall 
consult  with  the  ERO,  and  they  shall  jointly  determine  what 
additional  procedures  are  necessary  to  minimize  potential  effects  on 
archaeological  resources. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
professional 
archaeologist 


Construction  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


minimum  buffers  required  to 
prevent  root  damage  to 
remaining  trees,  and 
(3)  provides  maintenance 
requirements  for  remaining 
trees. 


Monitoring:  Depending  on 
recommendations  of  the 
archaeologist,  if  any,  on-site 
monitoring  of  all  site 
excavation  may  be  required  by 
a  qualified  archaeologist. 

Reporting:  The  archaeologist 
shall  submit  a  written  report  to 
the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  and  SFPUC  with 
the  results  of  the  pre- 
excavation  testing. 


Status/Date  Completed 


maintain  remaining  trees  along 
Cafiada  Road. 


If  required,  monitoring  is 
considered  complete  upon 
receipt  of  the  final  report  of 
archaeologist  by  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Department 
and  appropriate  distribution  of 
report  to  the  President  of  the 
Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  and  the 
California  Historical  Resources 
Information  System,  Nordiwest 
Information  Center,  Sonoma 
State  University,  Rohncrt  Park. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 

 MONITORING  PROGRAM  ^  

Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  ns                          Responsibility  for  Monitoring/Reporting 
 Conditions  of  Approval   Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule   Responsibility   Status/Date  Completed 

CULTURAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

These  additional  procedures  would  be  implemented  by  the  project 

sponsor  and  could  include  a  program  of  on-site  monitoring  of  all  , 

site  excavation,  during  which  the  archaeologist  would  record 

observations  in  a  permanent  log.  The  monitoring  program,  whether  ' 

or  not  there  are  finds  of  significance,  would  result  in  a  written  report 

to  be  submitted  first  and  directly  to  the  ERO,  with  a  copy  to  the 

project  sponsor.  During  the  monitoring  program,  the  project 

sponsor  would  designate  one  individual  as  his/her  on-site 

representative.  This  representative  would  have  the  authority  to 

suspend  work  at  the  site  to  give  the  archaeologist  time  to  investigate 

and  evaluate  archaeological  resources,  should  they  be  encountered. 

Should  evidence  of  cultural  resources  of  potential  significance  be 

found  during  the  monitoring  program,  the  archaeologist  shall 

immediately  notify  the  ERO,  and  tlie  project  sponsor  shall  halt  any 

activities  that  the  archaeologist  and  ERO  jointly  determine  could 

damage  such  cultural  resources.  Ground-disturbing  activities  that  , 

might  damage  cultural  resources  would  be  suspended  for  a  total  '  '  1  "" 

maximum  of  four  weeks  over  the  course  of  construction.  I 

After  notifying  the  ERO,  the  archaeologist  would  prepare  a  written  i 
report  to  be  submitted  first  and  directly  to  the  ERO,  with  a  copy  to  i 
the  project  sponsor,  which  would  contain  an  assessment  of  the 
potential  significance  of  the  find  and  recommendations  for  what 
measures  should  be  implemented  to  minimize  potential  effects  on 
archaeological  resources.  Based  on  this  report,  the  ERO  would 
recommend  specific  additional  mitigation  measures  to  be 
implemented  by  the  project  sponsor.  These  additional  mitigation 
measures  could  include  a  site  security  program,  additional  on-site 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 

 MONITORING  PROGRAM  

Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as                          Responsibility  for  Monitoring/Reporting 
 Conditions  of  Approval    Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule   Responsibility   Status/Date  Completed 


CULTURAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

investigations  by  the  archaeologist,  and/or  documentation, 
preservation,  and  recovery  of  cultural  material. 

Finally,  the  archaeologist  would  prepare  a  report  that.documents  the 
cultural  resources  discovered,  evaluates  their  significance,  and 
describes  how  any  archaeological  testing,  exploration,  and/or 
recovery  program  was  conducted. 

Copies  of  all  draft  reports  prepared  according  to  this  mitigation 
measure  would  be  sent  first  and  directly  to  the  ERO  and  the  SFPUC 
for  review.  Following  approval  by  the  ERO,  copies  of  the  final 
report(s)  would  be  sent  by  the  archaeologist  directly  to  the  President 
of  the  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  the  California 
Historical  Resources  Information  System,  Northwest  Information 
Center,  Sonoma  State  University,  Rohnert  Park.  Three  copies  of  the 
final  archaeology  report(s)  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Environmental  Review,  accompanied  by  copies  of  the  transinittals 
documenting  its  distribution  to  the  President  of  the  Landmarks 
Preservation  Advisory  Board  and  the  California  Historical 
Resources  Information  System,  Northwest  Information  Center, 
Sonoma  State  University,  Rohnert  Park. 

Construction  Impacts  to  Architectural  Resources 

Mitigation  Measure  G-2:  In  order  to  address  short-term 
construction  impacts  at  the  Pulgas  Water  Temple  associated  with 
dust  accumulation  on  the  building  facade  and  witli  increased  noise 
and  vibration  from  construction  equipment,  the  following  measures 
shall  be  implemented: 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


CULTURAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  G-2a:  Cleaning  of  the  historic  building  and 
associated  structures  may  be  necessary  after  construction  activities 
to  prevent  long-term  damage  to  the  building  fabric.  The  need  for 
cleaning  shall  be  determined  by  a  qualified  historic  architect,  shall 
follow  the  standards  set  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and  shall  be 
completed  in  consultation  with  die  historic  architect. 


Mitigation  Measure  G-2b:  A  structural  engineer  shall  inspect  the 
building  and  any  other  built  features  prior  to  construction  to 
determine  if  the  noise  and  vibration  anticipated  during  construction 
will  affect  the  building's  framework  and  fabric.  The  report,  with 
any  recommendations  and  mitigation  measures,  shall  be  reviewed 
by  a  qualified  historic  architect,  and  the  SFPUC  shall  implement  llie 
recommendations  and  mitigation  measures  deemed  necessary  by  the 
qualified  historic  architect  prior  to  construction. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction  contractor 
in  consultation  with 
qualified  historic 
architect 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Construction  and  post- 
construction  phases 


SFPUC  and  structural 
engineer  in 
consultation  with 
qualified  historic 
architect 


Monitoring:  The  SFPUC  shall 
provide  regular,  on-site 
inspection  to  ensure  measures 
are  effectively  implemented  in 
accordance  with  guidelines 
established  by  the  qualified 
historic  ai"chitect. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  during  the  construction 
and  post-construction  period 
that  include  status  and 
effectiveness  of  compliance 
with  recommendations  of  the 
historic  architect. 

Pre-construction  phase    Monitoring:  Not  applicable, 
unless  determined  appropriate 
by  the  structural  engineering 
report. 

Reporting:  The  structural 
engineer,  in  consultation  with 
the  historic  architect,  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
results  of  the  building 
inspection  and 
recommendations  for 
protecting  the  structure  during 
construction. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  construction, 
completion  of  cleaning  of  the 
historic  building,  if  necessary, 
and  documentation  of  approval 
by  the  qualified  historic 
architect. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  structural 
engineering  and  historic 
architecture  report.  If 
monitoring  is  determined  to  be 
necessary,  considered  complete 
upon  finalization  of 
construction  monitoring  report. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
 Conditions  of  Approval   

CULTURAL  RESOURCES  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  G-2c:  If  determined  necessary  by  the  historic 
architect,  construction-related  noise  control  measures  would  be 
implemented.  This  could  include  best  available  noise  control 
techniques  (e.g.,  improved  mufflers,  equipment  redesign,  use  of 
silencers,  shields,  shrouds,  ducts,  and  engine  enclosures)  on 
construction  equipment  and  trucks  to  help  minimize  construction- 
related  noise  increases.  Refer  also  to  construction-related  air 
pollutant  emissions  Mitigation  Measures  L-1  to  L-10  for  dust  and 
exhaust  emissions  control. 


Operational  Impacts  to  Architectural  Resources 

Mitigation  Measure  G-3:  The  SFPUC  shall,  as  part  of  the  project, 
maintain  as  much  of  the  existing  sound  and  appearance  of  rushing 
water  through  the  Pulgas  Water  Temple  as  is  feasible,  given 
operational  requirements  of  the  water  system.  The  pattern, 
amounts,  appearance,  and  sounds  of  the  current  flow  regime  shall  be 
documented  to  establish  existing  baseline  conditions,  and  a  system 
shall  be  incorporated  into  the  project  (such  as  a  system  that  pumps 
water  tlirough  the  temple)  to  simulate  the  existing  conditions.  It  is 
expressly  understood  that,  currently.  Hows  vary  from  none  to 
considerable,  depending  on  operational  requirements  of  the  overall 
system.  All  alterations  to  the  temple  shall  be  performed  in 
accordance  with  applicable  Secretary  of  the  Interior's  Standards  for 
the  Treatment  of  Historic  Properties  with  Guidelines  for 
Preserving,  Rehabilitating,  Restoring,  and  Reconstructing  Historic 
Buildings  (Weeks  and  Grimmer,  1995). 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction  contractor 
in  consultation  with 
historic  architect 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Construction  phase 


SFPUC 


Monitor  existing 
conditions:  design 
phase 

Simulation  of  existing 
conditions:  operation 
phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  If  required,  the 
SFPUC  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  If  required,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarterly 
monitoring  reports  during  the 
construction  period 
documenting  noise  and  dust 
control  measures. 


Monitoring:  The  SFPUC  shall 
monitor  the  pattern,  amounts, 
appearance,  and  sounds  of  the 
current  flow  regime  to 
document  and  to  establish 
existing  baseline  conditions  for 
use  in  project  design. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
maintain  documentation  of  the 
baseline  conditions  and  design 
specifications  for  maintaining 
the  sound  and  appearance  of 
rushing  water  at  the  Pulgas 
Water  Temple. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
fmalization  of  the  fmal 
construction  monitoring  report 
at  completion  of  construction. 


Considered  complete  upon 
fmalization  of  design  for 
alteration  to  the  temple  and 
construction  and 
implementation  of  sound 
simulation  system. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 

'  MONITORING  PROGRAM  

Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as  Responsil)ility  for  Monitoring/Reporting 
 Conditions  of  Approval   Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule  Re.sponsibiIity  Status/Date  Completed 

'GEOLOGY  AND  SEISMICITY 
Seismic  Hazard-Ground  Rupture 

Mitigation  Measure  H-1 :  The  SFPUC  shall  ensure  that  a  fault  SFPUC 
investigation  is  conducted  at  each  of  the  facilities  within  an  Alquist- 
Priolo  Earthquake  Fault  Zone.  Review  of  the  fault  investigations 
and  the  proposed  locations  of  any  new  facilities  by  the  local 
regulatory  agency  responsible  for  issuing  building  permits  would 
ensure  that  none  of  the  project  components  would  be  constnicted 
within  50  feet  of  an  active  fault  trace. 

Mitigation  Measure  H-3:  Geotechnical  investigations  have  been  SFPUC 
conducted  at  the  Tesia  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda 
West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites  to  estimate  the  degree  of  ground  shaking 
that  could  be  expected  in  the  event  of  the  controlling  seismic  event 
that  could  affect  the  proposed  project  site.  On  the  basis  of  the  results  ' 
of  each  of  these  investigations,  appropriate  seismic  design  criteria 
from  the  Uniform  Building  Code  have  been  identified  on  die  basis  of 
soil  type,  magnitude  of  the  controlling  seismic  event,  slip  rate  of  the  ' 
nearest  fault,  and  distance  to  the  nearest  fault.  The  SFPUC  shall 
ensure  that  similar  investigations  are  conducted  for  the  Alameda  East 
Portal  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  For  each  site,  the 
recommendations  regarding  Uniform  Building  Code  seismic  design  I 
criteria  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  final  design  of  the  project,  which 
would  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  local  permitting  agency 
responsible  for  issuing  building  permits.  i 


Design  phase 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
results  of  a  seismic  fault 
investigation  at  the  project  site. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final  seismic 
report  and  incorporation  of 
report  recommendations  into 
final  project  design. 


Design  phase 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
final  geotechnical 
investigations  at  the  project 
site. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
geotechnical  report  and 
incorporation  of  report 
recommendations  into  final 
project  design. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Monitoring/Keporting 
Responsibility 


Status/Date  Completed 


AIR  QUALITY 

Construction  Air  Quality  Impacts 

The  following  measures  for  mitigating  emissions  of  air  pollutants 
during  project  construction,  required  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  proposed 
project  as  construction  specifications.  These  basic  and  enhanced 
control  measures  for  construction  emissions  of  fine  particulate 
matter  shall  be  implemented  as  necessary,  depending  on  weather 
conditions: 


Mitigation  Measure  L- 1 :  Water  all  active  construction  sites  at  least  SFPUC  and 

twice  daily,  and  more  often  on  days  when  winds  exceed  10  to  15  construction 

miles  per  hour.  contractor 

Mitigation  Measure  L-2:  Cover  all  trucks  hauling  soil,  sand,  and  SFPUC  and 

other  loose  materials  or  maintain  at  least  2  feet  of  freeboard  in  construction 

trucks  hauling  such  materials.  '  ■  contractor 

Mitigation  Measure  L-3:  Pave,  apply  water  three  times  daily,  or  SFPUC  and 

apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  on  all  unpaved  access  roads,  parking  construction 

areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites.  contractor 


Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 


'I  I 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report. 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AIR  QUALITY  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  L-4:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  all  paved 
access  roads,  parking  areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites 
on  a  daily  basis. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-5:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  streets 
adjacent  to  construction  sites  daily  if  visible  soil  material  is  carried 
onto  adjacent  public  streets. 

Mitigation  L-6:  Hydroseed  or  apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  to 
inactive  construction  areas  (previously  graded  areas  inactive  for  10 
days  or  more). 

Mitigation  L-7;  Enclose,  cover,  water  twice  daily,  or  apply 
nontoxic  soil  binders  to  exposed  stockpiles  (dirt,  sand,  etc.). 

Mitigation  L-8:  Limit  traffic  speeds  on  unpaved  roads  to  15  miles 

per  hour.  ...   

.      ■  1  •    i        ■  ' 

Mitigation  L-9:  Install  sandbags  or  other  erosion  control  measures 
to  prevent  silt  runoff  to  public  roadways. 

Mitigation  L-10:  Replant  vegetation  in  disturbed  areas  as  quickly 
as  possible.    . 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Mitigation  Schedule   Responsibility 


Status/Date  Completed 


Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
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TABLE  6:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Pulgas  Site 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES 
Construction  Disruption  to  Services 

Mitigation  Measure  M-1:  The  SFPUC  shall  coordinate  its  planning 
and  design  efforts  with  other  utilities.  Affected  utilities  shall  be 
consulted  early  in  the  process  so  that  utility  lines  can  be  identified 
and  avoided.  If  avoidance  is  not  possible  and  relocation  of  any 
utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected  agency  would 
mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility  prior  to  project 
construction.  If  avoidance  of  other  utilities'  lines  is  not  possible 
and  relocation  of  any  utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the 
affected  agency  would  mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the 
facility  prior  to  project  construction. 


Mitigation  Measure  M-2:  To  minimize  delays  in  emergency 
response  during  project  construction,  all  potentially  affected  police, 
fire  protection,  and  ambulance  services  shall  be  notified  in  advance 
of  the  times,  duration,  and  location  of  construction  activities 
throughout  the  project's  construction  process.  This  measure  shall 
be  included  in  construction  specifications. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Design,  pre- 
construction,  and 
possibly  construction 
phases 


SFPUC 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Tlie  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure  no 
utilities  arc  dismpted  during 
construction. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
submit  copies  of  the  design 
specifications  at  each  site  to 
potentially  affected  utility 
agencies  to  coordinate 
avoidance  or  relocation  of  any 
affected  utilities. 

During  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarterly 
monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
notify  in  writing  all  potentially 
affected  police,  fire  protection, 
and  ambulance  service  providers 
in  advance  of  tlie  times, 
duration,  and  location  of 
construction  activities. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  construction  (if 
no  utilities  are  affected),  or  (if 
utilities  are  disrupted  or 
relocated),  upon  approval  by 
affected  utility  agencies 
following  relocation  or  other 
required  measures. 


Considered  complete  upon 
submittal  of  notification  to 
affected  service  providers  and 
at  the  completion  of 
construction. 
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TABLE  7:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Hariy  W.  Tracy  WT?  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


BIOLOGICAL  RESOURCES 
Aquatic  Habitat  Impacts 

The  following  mitigation  measure  addresses  potential  impacts  to  the 
aquatic  habitats  present  in  San  Andreas  Reservoir: 

Mitigation  Measure  C-8:  The  assumption  that  overflows  and 
planned  water  transfers  to  San  Andreas  Reservoir  are  sufficiently 
low  in  volume,  frequency,  and/or  ammonia  concentration  to  avoid 
algal  stimulation  without  prior  ammonia  removal 
(dechloramination)  shall  be  verified.  I 

The  SFPUC  shall  monitor  overflows  from  Harry  W.  Tracy  Water 
Treatment  Plant  to  determine  the  volume  and  frequency  of  overflows 
to  San  Andreas  Reservoir  that  could  occur  downstream  of  chlorine 
and  ammonia  addition.  Monitoring  of  residual  ammonia  levels  in 
overflows  and  other  water  quality  conditions  in  San  Andreas 
Reservoir  shall  be  conducted  to  determine  if  residual  ammonia  levels 
would  promote  algal  stimulation  and  eutrophic  conditions.  If 
monitoring  indicates  that  water  quality  of  San  Andreas  Reservoir  may 
be  affected  by  incremental  increases  in  nitrogen  from  treated  water 
overflows,  the  SFPUC  would  implement  measures  to  improve 
nutrient  management  in  San  Andreas  Reservoir,  such  as  the 
following:  oxygenation/aeralion  (to  counteract  increased  oxygen 
demand  and  sediment  nutrient  recycling);  control  of  watershed 
nutrients  (to  offset  increased  sediment  nutrient,  recycling);  diversion 
of  overflows  to  another  holding  area;  or  reduction  of  ammonia  levels 
in  overflows. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


SFPUC 


Design  phase  and,  if 
necessary, 
construction  and 
operations  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility  


Monitoring:  The  SFPUC  shall 
evaluate  overflows  from  Harry 
W.  Tracy  Water  Treatment 
Plant  to  determine  the  volume 
and  frequency  of  overflows  to 
San  Andreas  Reservoir  that 
could  occur  downstream  of 
chlorine  and  ammonia  addition. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
results  of  evaluation  of 
overflows  and  any 
reconunendations  for  nutrient 
management  in  San  Andreas 
Reservoir. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Upon  completion  of  monitoring 
study,  and  if  it  is  determined 
that  incremental  increases  in 
nitrogen  would  not  cause  algal 
stimulation,  considered 
complete  upon  completion  of 
the  final  monitoring  report.  If 
the  monitoring  study 
determined  that  incremental 
increases  in  nitrogen  may  cause 
algal  stimulation,  this  measure 
would  be  considered  complete 
upon  implementation  of 
effective  nutrient  management 
measures  in  San  Andreas 
Reservoir. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  7:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Harry  W.  Tracy  WT?  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


CULTURAL  RESOURCES 

Construction  Impacts  to  Archaeological  Resources 

Mitigation  Measure  G-1:  In  the  event  of  an  inadvertent  discovery 
of  a  cultural  resource  during  construction  at  the  Harry  W.  Tracy 
WTP  site,  work  within  25  feet  of  the  find  shall  be  stopped  and  a 
professional  archaeologist  shall  be  contacted  to  evaluate  cultural 
resources  and  to  determine  appropriate  treatment.  The  contractor 
shall  comply  with  the  recommendations  of  the  archaeologist  before 
resuming  construction. 


GEOLOGY  AND  SEISMICITY 
Seismic  Hazard-Ground  Shaking 

Mitigation  Measure  H-3:  Geotechnical  investigations  have  been 
conducted  at  the  Tesla  Portal,  San  Antonio  Pump  Station,  Alameda 
West  Portal,  and  Pulgas  sites  to  estimate  the  degree  of  ground  shaking 
that  could  be  expected  in  the  event  of  the  controlling  seismic  event 
that  could  affect  the  proposed  project  site.  On  the  basis  of  the  results 
of  each  of  these  investigations,  appropriate  seismic  design  criteria 
from  the  Uniform  Building  Code  have  been  identified  on  the  basis  of 
soil  type,  magnitude  of  the  controlling  seismic  event,  slip  rate  of  the 
nearest  fault,  and  distance  to  the  nearest  fault.  The  SFPUC  shall 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC,  construction 
contractor,  and 
professional 
archaeologist 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Construction  phase 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Depending  on 
recommendations  of  the 
archaeologist,  if  any,  on-site 
monitoring  of  all  site 
excavation  may  be  required  by 
a  qualified  archaeologist. 

Reporting:  The  archaeologist 
shall  submit  a  written  report  to 
the  San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  and  SFPUC  with 
the  results  of  the  pre- 
cxcavation  testing. 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
final  geotechnical 
investigations  at  the  project 
site. 


Status/Date  Completed 


If  monitoring  is  required, 
considered  complete  upon 
receipt  of  the  final  report  of 
archaeologist  by  the  San 
Francisco  Planning  Department 
and  appropriate  distribution  of 
report  to  the  President  of  the 
Landmarks  Preservation 
Advisory  Board  and  the 
California  Historical  Resources 
Information  System,  Northwest 
Information  Center,  Sonoma 
State  University,  Rohnert  Park. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  final 
geotechnical  report  and 
incorporation  of  report 
recommendations  into  final 
project  design. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  7:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  Site 

 MONITORING  PROGRAM  

Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as  Responsibility  for  Monitoring/Reporting 
 Conditions  of  Approval  '  Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule  Responsibility  Status/Date  Completed 

^GEOLOGY  AND  SEISMICITY  (continued) 

ensure  that  similar  investigations  are  conducted  for  the  Alameda  East 
Portal  and  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  sites.  For  each  site,  the 
recommendations  regarding  Uniform  Building  Code  seismic  design 
criteria  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  final  design  of  the  project,  which 
would  be  reviewed  and  approved  by  the  local  permitting  agency 
responsible  for  issuing  building  permits. 

Unstable  Cut-and-Fill  Slopes 

Mitigation  Measure  H-4:  A  geotechnical  investigation  shall  be 
conducted  at  the  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  to  determine  the  safe 
inclination  of  the  cut  or  fill  slope,  based  on  the  facility  to  be 
constructed,  the  geologic  materials  involved,  and  the  height  of  the 
cut  or  fill.  The  project  sponsor  shall  incorporate  into  contract 
documents  the  requirement  that  the  construction  contractor  follow 
the  geotechnical  engineer's  recommendations  to  maintain  stability 
of  all  temporary  or  permanent  cut-and-fiU  slopes,  which  could 
require  construction  of  a  retaining  wall. 


HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  ,  , 

Potential  to  Encounter  Chemicals  in  soils 

Mitigation  Measure  I-l:  The  SFPUC  shall  review  the  location  of 
the  former  underground  storage  tank  at  the  plant.  If  construction 
would  occur  in  the  location  of  the  former  tank,  available  data  shall 
be  reviewed  to  assess  the  concentrations  of  petroleum  hydrocarbons 


November  28, 2000 


SFPUC 


Design  phase 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
submit  cojiies  of  the  final 
geotechnical  investigations  and 
final  seismic  design 
specifications  at  each  site  to  the 
San  Francisco  Planning 
Department  and  the  appropriate 
local  permitting  agency 
responsible  for  issuing  building 
permits. 


Considered  complete  upon 
receipt  by  the  San  Francisco 
Planning  Department  of  final 
construction  specifications 
which  incorporate  into  contract 
documents  the  requirement  that 
the  constniction  contractor 
follow  the  geotechnical 
engineer's  recommendations  to 
maintain  stability  of  all 
temporary  or  permanent  cut- 
and-fill  slopes. 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


Design  and 
Construction  phases 


Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractors  shall  provide 
regular,  on-site  inspection  and 
be  alerted  for  indications  of 
chemicals  in  soils  during 
excavation  phases. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  construction,  and 
if  applicable,  approval  by 
regulatory  agency  of  any  soil 
management  or  remediation 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  7:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  (continued) 

remaining  in  place.  If  warranted,  the  construction  contractor(s) 
shall  be  required  to  prepare  a  site  health  and  safety  plan  and  to 
manage  and  dispose  of  the  soil  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
laws  and  regulations. 


AIR  QUALITY 

Construction  Air  Quality  Impacts 

The  following  measures  for  mitigating  emissions  of  air  pollutants 
during  project  construction,  required  by  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District,  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  proposed 
project  as  construction  specifications.  These  basic  and  enhanced 
control  measures  for  construction  emissions  of  fine  particulate 
matter  shall  be  implemented  as  necessary,  depending  on  weather 
conditions: 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
the  location  of  the  former 
underground  storage  tank  at  the 
plant  and  the  potential  to 
encounter  chemicals  in  soils 
during  construction.  If 
warranted,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  contingency  plan 
describing  the  site  health  and 
safety  plan  and  tlie  soil 
management  plan. 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Monitoring:  The  construction 
contractor  sliall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure 
measures  are  effectively 
implemented. 

Reporting:  During 
construction,  the  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  quarterly  monitoring 
reports  documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 


Status/Date  Completed 


plan  if  chemicals  were 
encountered  in  soils. 


(Applies  to  all  Air  Quality 
Mitigation  Measures) 

Considered  complete  upon 
flnalization  of  the  final 
construction  monitoring  report. 
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EXHIBIT  2:  MITIGATION  MEASURES  ADOPTED  AS  CONDITIONS  OF  APPROVAL  AND  MITIGATION  MONITORING  PROGRAM 


TABLE  7:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Harry  W.  Tracy  WTP  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


AIR  QUALITY  (continued) 

Mitigation  Measure  L-1:  Water  all  active  construction  sites  at  least 
twice  daily,  and  more  often  on  days  when  winds  exceed  10  to  15 
miles  per  hour. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-2:  Cover  all  trucks  hauling  soil,  sand,  and 
other  loose  materials  or  maintain  at  least  2  feet  of  freeboard  in 
trucks  hauling  such  materials. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-3:  Pave,  apply  water  three  times  daily,  or 
apply  nontoxic  soil  stabilizers  on  all  unpaved  access  roads,  parking 
areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-4:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  all  paved 
access  roads,  parking  areas,  and  staging  areas  at  construction  sites 
on  a  daily  basis. 

Mitigation  Measure  L-5:  Using  water  sweepers,  sweep  streets 
adjacent  to  construction  sites  daily  if  visible  soil  material  is  carried 
onto  adjacent  public  streets. 

UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES 
Construction  Disruption  to  Services 

Mitigation  Measure  M-1:  The  SFPUC  shall  coordinate  its  planning 
and  design  efforts  with  other  utilities.  Affected  utilities  shall  be 
consulted  early  in  the  process  so  that  utility  lines  can  be  identified 
and  avoided.  If  avoidance  is  not  possible  and  relocation  of  any 
utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the  affected  agency  would 
mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the  facility  prior  to  project 
construction.  If  avoidance  of  other  utilities'  lines  is  not  possible 
and  relocation  of  any  utilities  is  required,  the  SFPUC  and  the 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 

SFPUC  and 
construction 
contractor 


SFPUC 


Mitigation  Schedule 

Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 
Construction  phase 


Design,  pre- 
construction,  and 
possibly  construction 
phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


Monitoring:  Tlie  construction 
contractor  shall  provide  regular, 
on-site  inspection  to  ensure  no 
utilities  are  disrupted  during 
construction. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
submit  copies  of  the  design 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  construction  (if 
no  utilities  are  affected),  or  (if 
utilities  are  disrupted  or 
relocated),  upon  approval  by 
affected  utility  agencies 
following  relocation  or  other 
required  measures. 


7-5 


I 


November  28,  2000 


Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project- 
File  No.  1998.898E 
Motion  No.:  16010 
Exhibit  2 


-Chloramine  Conversion 
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TABLE  7:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Harry  W.  Tracy  WT?  Site 


MONITORING  PROGRAM 


Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as 
Conditions  of  Approval 


UTILITIES  AND  PUBLIC  SERVICES  (continued) 

affected  agency  would  mutually  arrange  for  the  movement  of  the 
facility  prior  to  project  construction. 


Responsibility  for 
Implementation 


Mitigation  Schedule 


Mitigation  Measure  M-2:  To  minimize  delays  in  emergency 
response  during  project  construction,  all  potentially  affected  police, 
fire  protection,  and  ambulance  services  shall  be  notified  in  advance 
of  the  times,  duration,  and  location  of  construction  activities 
througliout  the  project's  construction  process.  Tliis  measure  shall 
be  included  in  construction  specifications. 


SFPUC 


Design  and 
construction  phases 


Monitoring/Reporting 
Responsibility 


specifications  at  each  site  to 
potentially  affected  utility 
agencies  to  coordinate 
avoidance  or  relocation  of  any 
affected  utilities. 

During  construction,  the 
SFPUC  shall  prepare  quarterly 
monitoring  reports 
documenting  status  and 
effectiveness  of  mitigation 
measures. 

Monitoring:  Not  applicable 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
notify  in  writing  all  potentially 
affected  police,  fire  protection, 
and  ambulance  service  providers 
in  advance  of  the  times, 
duration,  and  location  of 
construction  activities. 


Status/Date  Completed 


Considered  complete  upon 
submittal  of  notification  to 
affected  service  providers  and 
at  the  completion  of 
construction. 
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TABLE  8:  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  for  the  Secondary  Discharge  Locations 

  MONITORING  PROGRAM  

Mitigation  Measures  Adopted  as                          Responsibility  for  Monitoring/Reporting 
 Conditions  of  Approval   Implementation        Mitigation  Schedule   Responsibility   Status/Date  Completed 

HYDROLOGY  AND  WATER  QUALITY 

Degradation  of  Water  Oualitv  Due  to  Secondary  Releases 

The  following  mitigation  measure  shall  be  implemented  to  mitigate 
potential  water  quality  impacts  associated  with  controlled  secondary 
discharges  or  planned  water  transfers  to  Lake  Merced: 

Mitigation  Measure  D-1:  The  SFPUC  shall  perform  a  site-specific 
water  quality  study  to  examine  the  potential  impact  of  increased 
levels  of  ammonia  to  Lake  Merced.  The  study  shall  evaluate  the 
potential  for  algal  stimulation  to  occur,  if  ammonia  at  levels  that 
would  be  present  in  the  chloraminated  water  were  discharged  to 
Lake  Merced.  Based  on  results  of  the  study,  the  SFPUC  shall 
develop  allowable  discharges  to  the  lake  that  would  protect  water 
quality,  given  the  anticipated  ammonia  residual  following 
dechlorination.  Any  discharges  or  water  transfers  of  chloraminated 
drinking  water  to  Lake  Merced  shall  be  consistent  with  the 
recommendations  of  the  water  quality  study.  In  the  event  that  the 
water  quality  study  determines  that  Lake  Merced  could  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  increases  in  anunonia  levels,  the  SFPUC  shall 
ensure  protection  of  Lake  Merced  water  quality,  such  as  by 
removing  or  reducing  the  levels  of  ammonia  in  the  drinking  water 
prior  to  discharge  (e.g,  by  constnicting  a  dechloramination  facility), 
eliminating  discharges  of  chloraminated  water,  or  using  alternate 
water  supplies  for  water  transfers  to  Lake  Merced. 

The  study  shall  begin  during  the  design  phase  of  the  proposed 
project.  In  the  event  that  the  study  is  not  completed  prior  to 
implementation  of  chloramine  conversion,  the  SFPUC  shall  suspend 
planned  discharges  of  drinking  water  to  Lake  Merced  until 
completion  of  the  water  quality  study  and  shall  identify  alternate 
water  sources  for  possible  water  transfers  to  Lake  Merced. 


SFPUC 


Water  quality  study: 
design  phase 

Water  quality 
protection:  operation 
phase 


Monitoring:  Not  applicable, 
unless  recommended  as  part  of 
the  water  quality  study. 

Reporting:  The  SFPUC  shall 
prepare  a  report  documenting 
results  and  recommendations  of 
the  Lake  Merced  water  quality 
study  and  submit  a  copy  to  the 
San  Francisco  Planning 
Depart  rnent. 


Considered  complete  upon 
finalization  of  the  Lake  Merced 
water  quality  study  and, 
depending  on  the  results  of  the 
study,  implementation  of 
recommendations  of  the  water 
quality  study. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0279 


WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  conducted  lead  monitoring  in  1992  and  1996  indicating  that  San 
Francisco's  tap  water  exceeded  the  US  Environmental  Protection  Agency's  lead  action  level;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  conducted  lead  monitoring  in  1992,  1996,  1998,  1999,  and  2000 
indicating  that  San  Francisco's  tap  water  exceeded  the  California  Environmental  Protection 
Agency's  Public  Health  Goal  for  lead  at  20  to  80  percent  of  known  residences  tested;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  has  examined  several  proactive  options  for  lead  reduction 
including  continuation  of  the  unleaded  faucet  give  away  program,  implementation  of  a  leaded 
water  meter  replacement  program,  and  a  lead  plumbing  component  replacement  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  SFPUC  currently  purchases  San  Francisco  water  meters  with  wetted 
materials  containing  up  to  7  percent  lead;  and 

WHEREAS,  at  least  15  other  California  cities,  including  Los  Angeles,  have  or  are  in  the 
process  of  switching  to  unleaded  water  meters;  and 

WHEREAS,  unleaded  water  meters  in  the  5/8-inch  through  2-inch  sizes  are  available 
with  wetted  materials  containing  less  than  0.25  percent  lead  and  NSF  61  certification;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  most  efficient  alternative  for  continuing  a  Lead  Reduction  Program  is 
implementation  of  a  leaded  water  meter  replacement  program  at  an  annual  cost  of  $64,000;  and 
now,  therefore  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  the  Commission  hereby  directs  the  General  Manager  to  (1)  modify  the 
existing  Water  Meter  Replacement  Program  to  use  unleaded  water  meters  at  an  annual  cost  not  to 
exceed  $64,000,  and  (2)  discontinue  the  purchase  of  leaded  water  meters  whenever  a  suitable 
unleaded  substitute  is  available  and  (3)  to  include  funding  in  the  CDD  FY  2001-2002  and 
subsequent  years  budgets  to  accomplish  this  policy. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolutiorLwas  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        DEC  1  <o  'i-UUU   


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


WHEREAS,  reallocation  of  funds  from  Project  CUH894  -  Moccasin  Reservoir  Dredging 
to  Project  CUH703  -  Priest  Reservoir  Bypass  and  Project  CUH878  -  O'Shaughnessy  Dam 
Supply  Well  Modification  is  necessary  to  cover  the  design  costs  for  these  projects;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  reallocation  is  essential  to  initiate  the  design  of  both  projects 
immediately  in  order  to  complete  the  detail  design  by  August  2001  and  to  allow  enough  lead 
time  for  the  purchase,  fabrication  and  delivery  of  pipe,  reservoir  inlet/outlet  gates  and  valve 
materials  before  the  pipeline  construction;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  reallocation  is  essential  to  tying  the  pipeline  construction  and  connection 
to  the  existing  structure  and  tunnels  for  both  the  Priest  Reservoir  Bypass  and  the  O'Shaughnessy 
Dam  Supply  Well  projects  into  the  shutdown  of  the  Coast  Range  Tunnel  in  January  2003;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Priest  Reservoir  Bypass  and  the  O'Shaughnessy  Dam  Supply  Well 
projects  require  shutdown  of  the  Hetch  Hetchy  system,  hence  it  is  best  to  perform  these  projects 
when  the  Coast  Range  Tunnel  is  also  shutdown;  and 

WHEREAS,  Project  CUH894  -  Moccasin  Reservoir  Dredging,  currently  has  a  funding 
allocation  of  $  1 ,800,000.  When  the  funds  are  reallocated,  there  will  be  a  $350,000  funding 
balance  remaining  in  the  project  budget  which  will  be  used  to  continue  and  complete  the  design, 
and  acquire  the  permits  for  the  Moccasin  Dredging  project;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  that  this  Commission  approves  the  reallocation  of  funds  in  the  total  amount 
of  $1,250,000  from  Project  CUH894  -  Moccasin  Reservoir  Dredging  to  Project  CUH703  -  Priest 
Reservoir  Bypass,  in  the  amount  of  $725,000,  and  to  Project  CUH878  -  O'Shaughnessy  Dam 
Supply  Well  Modification,  in  the  amount  of  $525,000. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of       DFn  1  2  2000  ^   


Secretary, 


vblic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0281 


WHEREAS,  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  owns  certain  real  property 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (SFPUC)  in 
Santa  Clara  County  and; 

WHEREAS,  The  City  of  San  Jose  has  requested  a  Revocable  Permit  to  utilize 
the  property  for  a  public  bicycle  and  pedestrian  path:  and 

WHEREAS,  SPEAC  has  determined,  and  completed  a  certification,  that  the 
project  described  by  the  proposed  agreement  has  a  categorical  exemption  from  the 
requirements  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  the  SFPUC  hereby  approves  the  terms  and  conditions  and 
authorizes  the  execution  of  that  certain  Permit  of  approximately  .036  acres  of  land 
to  the  City  of  San  Jose  for  a  public  bicycle  and  pedestrian  path  in  San  Jose,  as  set 
forth  in  the  Permit  of  certain  real  property  under  jurisdiction  of  the  SFPUC,  as  shown 
on  SFPUC  Drawing  No  B  4733  of  the  Permit  commencing  upon  final  execution 
following  authorization  and  approval  of  said  Permit  by  the  SFPUC,  and  expiring 
immediately  upon  oral  or  written  notice  from  City;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  all  actions  authorized  by  this  resolution  and 
heretofore  taken  by  any  City  official  in  connection  with  such  Agreement  are  hereby 
ratified,  approved  and  confirmed  by  the  SFPUC;  and  be  it 

FURTHER  RESOLVED,  That  upon  approval  by  the  SFPUC,  the  General 
Manager  of  Public  Utilities  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  execute  said  Permit. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  PLC  1  2  2000      /^)  /7  „^ 


Secretary,  PublicrUtilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


WHEREAS,  The  San  Francisco  Water  Department  has  a  Water  Main  Replacement 
Program  to  provide,  over  time,  for  systematic  replacement  of  old  mains  with  new  ductile  iron 
mains  to  reduce  the  vulnerability  of  the  water  distribution  system  to  future  earthquakes,  to 
provide  better  flow  and  pressure,  and  to  improve  water  quality;  and 

WHEREAS,  Plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2319,  6  and  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main  Installation  in  18""  Street 
between  Sanchez  Street  and  South  Van  Ness;  in  Lapidge  Street  between  18'^  Street  and  \9^^ 
Street;  and  in  Dorland  Street  between  Dolores  Street  and  Guerrero  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $1,096,745;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  in  the  Water  Department  FY  2000-2001  Capital 
Improvement  Projects  budget.  Project  CUW870  -  Main  Replacement  Program,  Phase  7 1 ;  and 

WHEREAS,  Subcontracting  goals  of  20%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  have  been  established  and 
approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Capital  Improvement  Program  projects  to  be 
categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act 
Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  for 
San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2319,  6  and  8-Inch  Ductile  Iron  Main 
Installation  in  18'^  Street  between  Sanchez  Street  and  South  Van  Ness;  in  Lapidge  Street 
between  18'^  Street  and  19**^  Street;  and  in  Dorland  Street  between  Dolores  Street  and  Guerrero 
Street,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  (UEB)  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for 
said  contract,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a 
recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of       pgQ  1  ?.  2QQQ   


Secretary, 


blic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

00-0283 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


WHEREAS,  The  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  sewer  replacement  program  to 
replace  structurally  inadequate  sewer;  and 

WHEREAS,  Plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-243,  Morris/Ritch/Sterling/Rincon  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  to  replace  the 
existing  sewers  on  Morris  Street  from  Harrison  Street  to  Bryant  Street,  Ritch  Street  from 
Brannan  Street  to  Bryant  Street,  Sterling  Street  from  Bryant  Street  to  the  dead  end,  and  Rincon 
Street  from  Federal  Street  to  the  dead  end  with  813  linear  feet  of  12-inch  diameter  vitrified  clay 
pipe  (VCP)  sewers,  277  linear  feet  of  12-inch  diameter  ductile  iron  pipe  (DIP)  sewers  on  crushed 
rock  bedding,  252  linear  feet  of  12-inch  diameter  DIP  sewers  encased  in  concrete,  line  existing 
12-inch  diameter  VCP  sewer  with  257  linear  feet  of  12-inch  diameter  sewer  with  cure-in-place 
pipes  (CIPP)  and  for  Proposal  "A"  -  233  linear  feet  of  12-inch  VCP  sewers,  or  for  Proposal  "B"  - 
install  233  linear  feet  of  12-inch  nominal  size  polyethylene  pipe  (PEP)  by  pipe  bursting 
(contractor  will  bid  on  one  of  the  methods,  whichever  is  least  costly);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  contract  is  $430,500  for  Proposal  "A"  and 
$424,175  for  Proposal  "B";  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order 
No.  0106J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRH 10940);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  for  Proposal  "A"  of  16%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  and 
for  Proposal  "B"  of  15%  MBE  and  7%  WBE  participation  have  been  established  and  approved 
for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water 
Program  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  final  plans  and  specifications 
for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-243,  Morris/Ritch/Sterling/Rincon  Streets  Sewer 
Replacement,  and  authorizes  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for 
said  contract,  to  receive  and  evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a 
recommendation  for  award. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  

Sedbktary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


WHEREAS,  The  Clean  Water  Program  has  a  continuing  sewer  replacement  program  to 
replace  structurally  inadequate  sewer  facilities,  and  355  feet  of  the  existing  sewers  on  Perry 
Street  from  Fourth  Street  to  Second  Street  are  to  be  replaced  under  this  program;  and 

WHEREAS,  CALTRANS  Requested  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  relocate 
550  feet  of  the  sewer  facilities  on  Perry  Street  from  Fourth  Street  to  Third  Street  and  to  relocate  a 
manhole  on  Rincon  Street  north  of  Bryant  Street  in  order  to  allow  them  to  complete  their  freeway 
retrofit  project;  and 

WHEREAS,  Plans  and  specifications  have  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-285,  Perry  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  to  relocate  and  replace  existing  sewers 
on  Perry  Street  from  Fourth  Street  to  Second  Street  with  622  linear  feet  of  24-inch  diameter 
vitrified  clay  pipe  (VCP)  and  283  linear  feet  of  18-inch  diameter  VCP  and  relocate  a  manhole  on 
Rincon  Street  north  of  Bryant  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $318,820  of 
which  $273,540  will  be  for  relocating  the  sewers  and  manhole  as  requested  and  funded  by 
CALTRANS  and  $45,280  will  be  for  replacing  existing  structurally  inadequate  sewers;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  the  sewer  replacement  work  are  available  from  the  Repair  and 
Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  0150J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No. 
CENRNRH 12540);  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  17%  MBE  and  8%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  plans  and  specifications  for 
Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW-285,  Perry  Street  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorizes  the 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to  advertise  for  bids  for  said  contract,  to  receive  and 
evaluate  bids,  and  to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 


Commission  at  its  meeting  of 


Secretary,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0285 


WHEREAS,  Commission  Resolution  No.  00-0101  adopted  on  April  11,  2000,  authorized 
advertisement  for  bids  for  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2316,  Sunol 
Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant  Improvements  Project  Phase  1 ;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  were  advertised  and  one  bid  was  received  on  July  6,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  was  revised  in  July,  2000  upward  to  $39,452,000 
to  incorporate  site  security  upgrades,  design  additions,  and  to  reflect  the  bid  climate,  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  reviewed  the  one  bid  received  and  decided  to  reject  the  bid  due 
to  the  non-competitive  nature  of  the  bid  process,  (i.e.  a  sole  bid  was  received)  and  its  high  bid 
price,  approximately  50  percent  more  than  the  original  Engineer's  Estimate;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  18%  MBE  and  5%  WEE  participation  were 
established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  project  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  and 

WHEREAS,  Commission  Resolution  00-0185  rejected  the  sole  bid  for  San  Francisco 
Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2316,  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant  Improvements 
Project  Phase  1,  and  authorized  the  Utilities  Engineering  Bureau  Manager  to  re-advertise  the 
contract  as  San  Francisco  Water  Department  Contract  No.  WD-2316R,  Sunol  Valley  Water 
Treatment  Plant  Improvements  Project  Phase  1 ;  receive  and  evaluate  bids  for  said  contract,  and 
to  return  to  the  Commission  with  a  recommendation  for  award;  and 

WHEREAS,  Bids  were  re-advertised  and  5  bids  were  received  on  September  21,  2000; 

and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  was  further  revised 
to  $43,680,545  in  October,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  will  be  available  at  the  time  of  contract  award  from  CUW186  - 
SVWTP  Improvement  Project,  CUW143  -Hetch  Hetchy  Water  Treatment  Project,  and  CUW222 
-  Water  Quality  Compliance  Improvements,  and  CUW218  -  HTWTP  Short-Term  and  Long- 
Term  Improvements;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
and  responsiveness  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Monterey  Mechanical  Company  as  the 
lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC  approved 
the  good  faith  efforts  of  Monterey  Mechanical  Company  to  meet  the  established  MBEAVBE 
goals  for  the  contract;  now,  therefore,  be  it 


RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  authorizes  the  award  of  San  Francisco  Water 
Department  Contract  No.  WD-2316R,  Sunol  Valley  Water  Treatment  Plant  Improvements 
Project  Phase  1,  in  the  amount  of  $46,671,000,  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and 
responsive  bidder,  Monterey  Mechanical  Company. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  DEC  12  ^QQQ  


Secretary,  Pum/nc  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0286 


WHEREAS,  On  June  13,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0148,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
234,  3"^*^  Street  Sewer  System  Improvements  Phase  EH,  and  authorized  advertising  for  proposals  to 
replace  the  existing  sewers  on  Ingalls  Street  from  Thomas  Avenue  to  Shafter  Avenue,  Leland 
Avenue  from  Rutland  Street  to  Delta  Street,  Quint  Street  from  Oakdale  Avenue  to  Quesada 
Avenue,  Quesada  Avenue  from  Ingalls  Street  to  Jennings  Street,  Newhall  Street  from  Oakdale 
Avenue  to  Palou  Avenue,  Third  Street  from  Marin  Street  to  Tulare  Street,  and  Third  Street  from 
20""  Street  to  22"''  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $685,070;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  1988B  Sewer  Bond  Funds  under  Job  Order  No. 
1791N  (Fund  5C/CPF/88B,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENMSCFS2340);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  was  advertised  on  August  5,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  7  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  September  28,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Harty  Pipelines, 
Inc.,  as  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  16%  MBE  and  8%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  the  SFPUC,  and  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc.  is  committed  to  meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-234,  3'^''  Street  Sewer  System  Improvements  Phase  HI,  in  the  amount  of 
$656,920  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Harty  Pipelines,  Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  respjjJtloj^  adopted  by  the  Pubiic  Utiiities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  ■*• 


Secretary , Pubiic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0287 


WHEREAS,  On  June  27,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0165,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
244,  Oak/McAllister/Folsom/Mission  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for 
proposals  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  Oak  Street  from  Buchanan  Street  to  Webster  Street, 
McAllister  Street  from  Fillmore  Street  to  Steiner  Street,  Folsom  Street  from  1 7'*'  Street  midway 
to  18"^  Street,  and  Mission  Street  from  14'*^  Street  to  South  Van  Ness  Avenue;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  work  is  $786,565; 

and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order 
No.  0107J  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRH 10440);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  was  advertised  on  July  17,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Four  (4)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  31,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  Shaw  Pipeline, 
Inc.  as  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder  with  a  bid  of  $742,640;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  16%  MBE  and  8%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer  (CCO) 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  State  Guidelines  implementing  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-244,  Oak/McAllister/Folsom/Mission  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the 
amount  of  $742,640  to  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  Shaw  Pipeline, 
Inc. 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of   DEC  12 


adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 


Secretaiy,  Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


WHEREAS,  On  June  27,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0168,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  plans  and  specifications  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No.  CW- 
279,  Lake  Street  and  Arguelio  Boulevard  Sewer  Replacement,  and  authorized  advertising  for 
proposals  to  replace  the  existing  sewers  on  Lake  Street  from  2"''  Avenue  to  Arguelio  Boulevard 
and  Arguelio  Boulevard  from  Lake  Street  to  Jackson  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Engineer's  Estimate  for  this  construction  contract  is  $419,910;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  1976  Sewer  Bond  Funds  under  Job  Order  No. 
01 43 J  (Fund  5C/CPF/76X,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENMSCFS05);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Contract  was  advertised  on  July  22,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  Eight  (8)  bids  were  received  and  opened  publicly  on  August  24,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  SFPUC  staff  and  HRC  review  of  the  bids  for  qualifications,  responsibility, 
responsiveness  and  application  of  bid  discounts  resulted  in  the  establishment  of  JMB 
Construction,  Inc.  as  the  lowest  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracfing  goals  of  17%  MBE  and  8%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance  Officer 
assigned  to  monitor  Clean  Water  Program  contracts  and  JMB  Construction,  Inc.  is  committed  to 
meet  these  goals;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  the  Clean  Water  Program's  sewer  replacement  program  to  be  categorically  exempt 
from  environmental  review  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now, 
therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  the  award  of  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-279,  Lake  Street  and  Arguelio  Boulevard  Sewer  Replacement,  in  the  amount 
of  $353,163  to  the  lowest,  qualified,  responsible  and  responsive  bidder,  JMB  Construction,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        PEC  t  Z  2000   


Secretary,  Pui 


'ic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


WHEREAS,  On  August  8,  2000,  per  Resolution  No.  00-0201,  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  approved  the  award  of  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-888, 
Moccasin  Sewer  Replacement,  to  Proven  Management,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  September  18,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contract  amount,  as  modified,  was  for  $1,438,800  and  the  duration  was 
150  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  2  increases  the  contract  amount  by  $75,000  and  extends 
the  contract  duration  by  30  consecutive  calendar  days,  for  a  total  contract  amount  of  $1,513,800 
and  a  total  contract  duration  of  180  consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  modification  consists  of  reconstruction  of  roadway,  which  is  an 
essential  part  of  replacing  the  sewer  system;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  this  contract  modification  will  be  available  from  Project  CUH929 
-  Moccasin  Sewer  Replacement;  and 

WHEREAS,  HRC  subcontracting  goals  of  14%  MBE  and  6%  WBE  participation  have 
been  established  and  approved  for  this  contract  modification  by  the  HRC  Contract  Compliance 
Officer  assigned  to  the  SFPUC;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  Planning  Department's  Major  Environmental  Analysis  Section  has 
determined  that  Hetch  Hetchy  Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-888,  Moccasin  Sewer 
Replacement  to  be  categorically  exempt  from  environmental  review  under  the  California 
Environmental  Quality  Act  Guidelines;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  approves  Modification  No. 2  to  Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  and  Power  Contract  No.  HH-888,  Moccasin  Sewer  Replacement,  increasing  the  funding 
by  $75,000,  for  a  total  contract  amount  of  $1,513,800,  and  with  a  time  extension  of  30 
consecutive  days  for  a  total  contract  duration  of  1 80  consecutive  calendar  days. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of        Q^C  ^  ^'  ^QOQ  y^")  


Secretary, 


blic  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0290 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-123R,  Harding  Park  Sewer  Replacement,  by  the  contractor,  Trinet  Construction/Troy's 
Contracting  JV;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  April  3,  2000,  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  May  22,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $438,800  and  the  original  duration  was  50 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  is  being  issued  for  $38,628  and  increases  the  contract 
amount  to  $477,428  to  accommodate  change  orders  due  to  conflicting  unmarked  waterlines  and 
requests  made  by  the  San  Francisco  Zoo;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  are  available  from  the  Clean  Water  Program's  Repair  and 
Replacement  Fund,  under  Job  Order  No.  141  IN  (Fund  5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No. 
CENRNRR907);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  determined  that  the  contractor  met  its  established  MBEAVBE 
subcontractor  participation  combined  goal  of  10%  MAVBE  and  its  Joint  Venture  participation 
goal  of  40%  MAVBE;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-123R,  Harding  Park  Sewer  Replacement,  approves  Modification  No. 
1  (Final)  increasing  the  contract  by  $38,628,  for  a  final  contract  amount  of  $477,428;  and 
authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $97,736  to  the  contractor,  Trinet  Construction/Troy's 
Contracting  JV. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  DEC  1  2  2000    


Secretary,  Public  Utipfies  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0291 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-212,  Post/Grove/Potomac  Streets  Sewer  Replacement  by  the  contractor,  J.  Flores 
Construction  Company,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  March  6,  2000  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  April  27,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $273,876  and  for  a  duration  of  42 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  is  being  issued  for  $76,661  and  increases  the 
final  contract  amount  to  $350,537  (and  extends  the  contract  duration  by  1 1  consecutive  calendar 
days  for  a  total  of  53  consecutive  calendar  days)  to  accommodate  additional  pavement  work  on 
Grove  Street  and  Post  Street,  and  concrete  slurry  removal  on  Grove  Street;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  the  sewer  portion  of  the  work  ($304,267)  are  available  from  the 
Clean  Water  Program's  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  CW-212  (Fund 
5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRR00540)  and  funds  for  the  street  reconstruction 
work  ($46,270)  are  available  from  DPW's  Pavement  Renovation  Program  under  Job  Order  No. 
7449E  (Fund  3C/SIF/UNA,  FAMIS  CENTRNSR4940);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contractor  was  found  to  be  non-compliant  by  the  HRC  Contract 
Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  SFPUC  for  being  deficient  in  reaching  the  WBE 
subcontractor  participation  goals  in  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  CCO  has  negotiated  a  settlement  with  the  contactor  to  mitigate 
the  deficiency  through  increased  WBE  subcontractor  participation  in  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-213  Greenwich  Street/Clement  Street/Precita  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-212,  Post/Grove/Potomac  Streets  Sewer  Replacement,  approves 
Modification  No.  1  (Final)  increasing  the  contract  by  $76,661,  for  a  final  contract  amount  of 
$350,537,  (and  with  a  time  extension  of  1 1  consecutive  calendar  days  for  a  total  contract 
duration  of  53  consecutive  calendar  days);  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of 
$98,029  to  the  contractor,  J.  Flores  Construction  Company,  Inc. 

/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  QEC  t  Z  2QQQ   ^  


Secretary,  Pu, 


1c  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

RESOLUTION  NO.  00-0292 


WHEREAS,  Construction  has  been  completed  for  Clean  Water  Program  Contract  No. 
CW-213,  Greenwich  Street/Clement  Street/Precita  Avenue  Sewer  Replacement  by  the  contractor, 
J.  Flores  Construction  Company,  Inc.;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  construction  contract  start  date  was  January  24,  2000,  and  the  contract 
work  was  completed  on  March  2,  2000;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  original  contract  amount  was  $319,736  and  for  a  duration  of  49 
consecutive  calendar  days;  and 

WHEREAS,  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  is  being  issued  for  $7,090  and  increases  the  final 
contract  amount  to  $326,826  to  accommodate  additional  pavement  work  and  slurry  concrete 
removal  on  Greenwich  Street,  and  additional  sewer  sliplining;  and 

WHEREAS,  Funds  for  the  sewer  portion  of  the  work  ($322,825)  are  available  from  the 
Clean  Water  Program's  Repair  and  Replacement  Fund  under  Job  Order  No.  1633N  (Fund 
5C/CPF/R&R,  FAMIS  Project  No.  CENRNRR00640)  and  funds  for  the  street  renovation  work 
($4,001)  are  available  form  DPW's  Pavement  Renovation  Program  under  Job  Order  No.  7449E 
(Fund  3C/SIF/UNA,  FAMIS  CENTRNSR4940);  and 

WHEREAS,  The  contractor  was  found  to  be  non-compliant  by  the  HRC  Contract 
Compliance  Officer  (CCO)  assigned  to  the  SFPUC  for  being  deficient  in  reaching  the  MBE 
subcontractor  participation  goals  in  this  contract;  and 

WHEREAS,  The  HRC  CCO  has  negotiated  a  settlement  with  the  contractor  to  mitigate 
the  deficiency  through  increased  MBE  subcontractor  participation  in  Clean  Water  Program 
Contract  No.  CW-212,  Post/Grove/Potomac  Streets  Sewer  Replacement;  now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  hereby  accepts  work  performed  for  Clean  Water 
Program  Contract  No.  CW-213,  Greenwich  Street/Clement  Street/Precita  Avenue  Sewer 
Replacement,  approves  Modification  No.  1  (Final)  increasing  the  contract  by  $7,090,  for  a  final 
contract  amount  of  $326,826;  and  authorizes  final  payment  in  the  amount  of  $57,074  to  the 
contractor,  J.  Flores  Construction,  Inc. 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  DEC  12  2000         ]  •  ,     ^  /^'Z^'^^'Jo— 


Secretary,  PublicWtilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


RESOLUTION  NO. 


00-0293 


WHEREAS,  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  approved  the  preparation  of  Comprehensive 
Watershed  Management  Policy  and  Plans  by  Resolution  No.  91-0354;  and, 

WHEREAS,  This  Commission  approved,  by  Resolution  No.  92-0137,  the  selection  of  EDAW,  Inc. 
to  prepare  said  policy  and  plans  in  multiple  phases  and  by  incremental  funding;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Commission  authorized  the  General  Manager  to  finalize  the  Watershed 
Management  Plan  and  EIR;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  necessary  analytical  work  for  preparation  and  review  of  the  Response  to 
Comments  section  of  the  EIR  for  the  Peninsula  Watershed  Plan  has  taken  longer  than  estimated  by 
the  Planning  Department  due  to  the  number  and  complexity  of  public  and  agency  comments;  and, 

WHEREAS,  Amendment  No. 9  to  the  professional  services  agreement  with  EDAW,  Inc.  will 
extend  the  contract  to  allow  for  completion  of  the  final  Peninsula  Watershed  Management  Plan; 
now,  therefore,  be  it 

RESOLVED,  That  this  Commission  authorizes  the  General  Manager  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  to  amend  the  professional  service  agreement  with  EDAW,  Inc.  to  increase  the  total 
agreement  term  by  6  months  to  June  30,  2001 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of       p£Q  1  ^  ZOOPP  


Secretan 


Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Resolution  No.  00-0294 


RESOLVED,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager 
of  Public  Utilities  Commission,  and  the  City  Attorney,  this 
Commission  hereby  recommends  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  resolve 
and  settle  the  claims  listed  below  on  the  term  specified  below. 


Case  Name  Case  Number  Amount 


The  St.   Paul  Insurance  Co.     99W5045-1/00-03006  $7,944.21 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 

at  its  meeting  of     nFH  1 2  2000  


Secrefrary,   Public  Utilities  Commission 


PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 

00-0295 


RESOLUTION 


RESOLVED,  That  on  recommendation  of  the  General  Manager  of  the  PubHc 
UtiHties  Commission,  and  the  City  Attorney,  this  Commission  hereby  recommends  that 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  resolve  and  settle  the  claim  listed  below  on  the  terms  specified 
below. 

Case  Name  Case  Number  Amount 

MAE  HARVEY  SC  302-  170  $15,000 


/  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  public  Utilities 
Commission  at  its  meeting  of  DEC  1  2  2G0O 


Secreta 


Public  Utilities  Commssion 


N;\LIT\LI20(K)\(KKHM)4\0(K)25957.DOC 


San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Willie  L.  Brown,  Jr. 
MAYOR 

MINUTES 

ADJOURNED  MEETING 
CONTINUED  FROM  THE  REGULAR  MEETING 
OF  DECEMBER  12,  2000 

December  14,  2000 

1:30  P.M. 
City  Hall,  Room  400 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 

COMMISSIONERS 

E.  Dennis  Normandy,  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Vice  President 
Frank  L.  Cook 
Ann  Moller  Caen 
Ashok  Kumar  Bhatt 

BUREAUS 

Commercial  Land  Management 
Customer  Service 

Environmental  Regulation  and  Management 
Finance 

Information  Technology  Services 
Personnel  and  Training 
Strategic  and  Systems  Planning 
Utilities  Engineering  Bureau 
Water  Quality 

John  P.  Mullane,  Jr. 
GENERAL  MANAGER 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
SECRETARY 


For  information  contact  the  Commission  Secretary  at  554-31 65 
jVllnutes  and  other  information  are  available  on  the  SFPUC  web  site:  www.ci.sf.ca. us/puc 


Water 

Hetch  Hetchy 
Water  &  Power 

CLEAN  Water 


DEPARTMENTS 

Water  Department 

City  Distribution  Division 
Water  Supply  &  Treatment 

Hetch  Hetchy  Water  &  Power 

Clean  Water  Program 

Water  Pollution  Control 


Adjourned  Meeting  -  Continued  from  tlie  Regular  Meeting  of  December  12,  2000 
(Item  numbers  correspond  to  the  December  12,  2000  Agenda.) 


ORDER  OF  BUSINESS: 


1. 


Call  to  Order: 


10:02  A.M. 


2. 


Roll  Call: 


Present   -    President  E.  Dennis  Normandy,  Vice  President 
Victor  G.  Makras,  Commissioner  Frank  L.  Cook, 
Commissioner  Ann  Moller  Caen,  Commissioner  Ashok  Bhatt 


3. 


Public  Comments 


There  were  none. 


CLOSED  SESSION 


The  Commission  went  into  Closed  Session  at  10:04  A.M.  to  discuss  the  following  item: 

35.  Public  Employee  Appointment/Hiring  -  Pursuant  to  Government  Code  Section 
54957  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Section  67.10(b): 


Present  were  President  Normandy,  Vice  President  Makras,  Commissioner  Cook, 
Commissioner  Caen,  Commissioner  Bhatt,  Public  Utilities  Commission  General 
Manager  John  Mullane,  Utilities  General  Counsel  Vicki  Clayton,  and  Commission 
Secretary  Jill  Thompson. 

Following  the  Closed  Session,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  reconvened  in  open 
session  at  10:45  A.M. 

36.  Announcement  following  Closed  Session. 

Regarding  Item  35,  President  Normandy  announced  that  the  Commission  has 
unanimously  agreed  upon  a  list  of  candidates  to  be  forwarded  by  the  President  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  on  behalf  of  the  Commission  to  the  Mayor  for  his 
consideration. 

37.  Motion  regarding  whether  to  disclose  the  discussions  during  Closed  Session. 

Moved  by  Commissioner  Cook,  seconded  by  Commissioner  Bhatt,  not  to  disclose 
the  discussions  during  Closed  Session;  passed  (5-0)  unanimously. 


Position: 


General  Manager,  Public  Utilities 


00-401 


December  14,  2000 


Thereupon,  the  meeting  was  adjourned:  10:46  A.M. 


Jill  R.  Thompson 
Secretary 


00-402 


December  14,  2000 


